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How Wo^n Arraoge fo^ the Care of Their Children While They 
Works A Study of Child Care ArrangmentSj 
Costs, and Preferences in 1971 



In reeent years, there has-heen conilderahle dehate ahout the 
ertent to Tp?hlch the goveriment should ftmd child care ierviees for 

J 

working niDthers* The fomuiatlon of appropriate child care ^gls- 
latlon requirea accurate and detailed information about how working 
waien currentl^r arrange for the care of their children, about what . 
kinda of child care arrangenienti wOTen prefer, and about the relative 
coata of these different arrangements* ffiswever, moat studlea of child 
care have relied on limited sables tvom which generalizations' are 
difficult. The major exception ia Low and S]^lndler'a Child Car e 
Arrangements of Working Mothers in the United States , which waa pabllshed 
In 1968*^ Although this report is baaed upon data ft?om the Current 
Population Survey (CPS) collected In 1965j Itis still ^equently : 
cited in analyaea of female l^bor supply and child care 5 as weli.aa in 
Congreseional teatteiony related to national child oare leglalatlon. The 

We wish to express appreciation to our colleagues at the Gen ber for 
Human Resource Research for their thoughtful"^oments on 'an earlier 
verllon of this report* A Special word of thanks ia due to Herbert S* 
Parnes for^ hla many valuable suggestiona. We also wish to acknowledge 
the able computer programing aaaiataDqe of Keith Stober, Jack SehruH 
and Ron Taylor. ' / 

^Seth Low and Pearl ,G* Spindler, Child Care Arrangements of Working 
Mothers in the United States > (Waahlngton, D.C7: "Children* s Bureau, 
U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, /and the Women* a 
Biiu:*eau, ^plo^TOent Standaida Administration* U.S. /Department of Labor," 
1968)* ~' N / " 



■ Iot and Spindler study has endtu'ad ag a valuable and relevant aoto'ce , 
of InfoMiatiQii on ohiM cart priMri^ beoaMe it is natiohaUy rapresaiita 



tive and QOTprahinelve, 

The oTjJactiva of Tthla study is to make aTOilatja to pQiicy^.s^ara a 

CD^rehensiva study of child cara arraog^antsi prafarancea and cctfta 

■ - f ^ ^ . ^ ' . ^ ' ^ 

as of 1971f uaing data from the National Lo^ltudinal Surv^yi tif Wotosn 

• ' 2 ' ' ' ■ - - ■ • ''^ 

and Young Wraian. Thii analysis yialde raiulte whieh teth o»^lMejnt 

and \ipdata tha earlier Lov and Bpindlar report, HoweTeri tha^^tfiSd of 

analysia in this study departi frMi Low and Spindlar'a trtUlar a^i*aii6h 

ty aystTOatiaally controlling for raea and the age of the youngait . 

^ohlld. The sample ia divided into two facial groups**h;Udki aad vhitas-^- 

and thesa are further EUhdlvidad into three catagorlaa hy the age jsf . 

the WOTan*s yoimgeit child* These categdries ara/i?oman iihosa yauj^aat 

-child ^as mider three years of aga^ three to five years of %ga and six 

to thirteen yaari of agt* In the presentationj these three age groups 

are rafarrad to as infants^ presahoolersj and young sohool'^agatl ehlldran^ 

raspeqtlve^jr* Furthermore^ ^fultlple Classification Analysia (MCA) la 

used to explore the determinants of tbm kind of child care arrangamant -. 



The uaa of the Natiopal Longitvd.lnal Surveys of Young Woman and 
Woman for 1973- introduces mmB Important dlffarandea hetwean our sample 
and the OPS sMpla. Firsts the Fe'bruary I965* Current Population Survey 
adMnistered the child care questions to householAs which included a i 
iranan wto had worked a mininrum of 2? weeks in 1^^ and who had a chlldi 
under 1^, sample includes w^wn with at^ least -one child mder Ik 

who ware ejiqployed at the time of the 1971 survey 1 regardlesB of t^ n\wteer 
of weeks they worked in the preyipus year* Second^ the CPS represents 
women of all ages while the Ifational Longitudinal Surveys of Young Wcman 
(17 to 27 years oU in 197?.) Md Woman (3^ to W in I97I) exclude: women - 
who were 2& to 33 yaare of age* 



uiedj its coitj and the woman's preference for an alternative mode of. 
care* The nwltivariate ana^sii of child care arrangements distinguishes 
on^ Tsetween faml^ and nonfamily sourcei of care. To provide greater 
detail^ tahular analyaie is also preiented vhlch ihovs the preciae 
types of child care arrangements used hy vomen vith certain socloeconomie 
and d^ographio charaateriatlcs , 

The study ii divided Into four major sections* The first explores 
the 'kinds of child care arraagements used ty enployed mothers. The 
second examines child care expenditi^es . The third analyzes the 
diarapterlstics of women who prefer same form of cMld care other 
than their current arrangement; The fom^th siamarlzes and^^phasizes 
the policy implications of the findings, 

II TOPE- OF CrgLD CARE ABRAmia^TO ' ^ 

Care "by a BaBinber of the IraEediate family or by a relative aceovtoted 
for a major share of all child care arrangements in I97I made hy hoth 
whites and hlacks Ira^espeatlve of the age of the youngest child (Tables 
1 through 12) • Among white women with infant or pread-Mol children, 
about half used such a fatiiily arrangement. Black wom^n were even more 
ilie^ to rely upon family m^bers* iFor ekaaple^ 65 percent of those 
with Inf ant's and 60 percent of those whose youngest child was aged - 
three to five left their children .with family members - while they worked*. 
For both races ^ women whose' youngest child was of school age depended 
aioit heavily on a family means of child care. This was the result of 
youjQg school-aged children frequently being left unsupervised or in the 
care of an. older sibling. 



If a vcfflwn did e^loy a person ©utiide the family to care for h& 
children ahe.TOit often took the chij^en to another person' a hmi. r 
Among those woMn with infants who used nonfmlJ^ child care ^ nora than 
half- the whites and a^iost two-fifths of the hlaoks depended on care 
in another's home. For hoth hlacks and whites dhild care center s were 
more likely to he used if the yotangest child was three to five yeare 
of age. Nevertheleas^ woiong whites with such chijdren^ reliance on 
center care was less common than care In scmeone else's hrae. On the 
other hand^ among hlacks, slight^ over haU of those who e^loyed a 
nonfmlly mode of child care used day care centers. 



Since the fam-t iy ig 



the prlfflary s^pller of chlOd csrej this 



section focuses on the choice hetween faml^ and nonfasdly means of 
care* To maintain co^atahlllty with the earlier Low and Splndler . 
studyj we ^Erploy variahles similar to theirs to descrihe the woman's 
socioeconomic and^fanlly characteristics* Itewever^ mlike Low and 
Splndler, we use miltlvariate analysis In addition to cross*-tahulatlonSp 
^us^ we are ahle to maasure more precise^ the net effect of each 
of the Independent varlahlei on the choice of a child care arrange- 
ment* The dependent variable In our model assmes a value of, one 
If the Respondent uses a nonf amlly means of child care and ^ero ^ 



-The tectalqua efloployed for multlyarlate analysis In this report 
is Multiple Classification Analysis (MCA), ThB MCA technique peralts 
one to calculate the mean value of the dependent varlahle for Mch' 
category of a particular ex|4anatory varlahle, ''^^adjusted" forj^ha 
effects of all other variahles In the model* Differences In ihese 
adjusted proportions or means may he iriterpreted as the "pure" 
association of that variahle with the dependent > variable . 
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oth^rwiit. The WA nodel Is run separately for eaah of six universes 
defined by pade and age of jramgest child* ^ 

In formilating a m<^el of the choice of nonfasil3y ^child care ^ we 
aseiime that a woraan's preference for the type of child care she uses is 
the product of her personal es^eriencee and characteriatice . The nature 
and extent of her need for child care services are detemlned by her 
work .iched'^l and by the availability of other persons in the household 
.to supervise her chiltoen* However ^ if the price of satii^ring the 
family's tastes or needa for an adequate child care arrangCTent is too 
Mghj it becomes uneconomical for the mother to^ work* Hence ^ the fiMl 
type of care CT^loyed is the result , of an effort to balance tastes and 
needs against available child care resoiirces subject to constraints 
Is^osed by cost . Our independent variables are intended to measure these 
aspects of the choice of a child care arrangment* i For e^ository 
convenience^ we have classified them under four headings: (1) the 
co^osition of her householdi (2) the characteristics of her job; (3) 
tte geogi*aphic iocation of her realdencei and (14') her personal attributes. 
Household \CoTObsitlon 

/ ^ If the household includes an adult sibling^ aunt 5 uncles or 
grandparent^ this individual may be avaiJ^ble to assist in the care 



^If a woMn used a combination of fmii^ and nonfamlly child care 
she was classified for pia^oses of this analysis as a nonfamily chiM 
care user, Thus^ a zero for the d^andent variable means the woman relied 
exclusiyely on family members, \ ■ . 

^Preliminary ana^sis of the data indicated that there were significant 
interactions among race 5 the age of the yo\mgest child 3 and the other 
independent variables. These results suggested that stratification by 
race and age of the youngeit child was necessary. 



of children during the mother *s working hcmrs. Since large or extended 
families may often arrange to share among their mmhers the reiponslbilities 
of narii^ for yoimg children 5 we e^ect the eD^loyment of nonfMily^ 
Boat z^B of care to "be negatively related to the presence of sueh an adult 
relative in the household. " . 

An adult relative in the household. was a sighifieant prediotor of 
the respondent -a use of nonfamily' child care for all groups of white 
women and for^hlack women with Infants (Tahles l^ 3i 5 and 9). .For 
these groups j as e^^ected^ women with an adult relative in the househoid-. 
were more likely to depend on family care. The failure of this relationship 
to prevail among hlack women whose/ youngest child was of presehpol or / 
School age may he explained by the tendency of these laothers to iuhBtituto 
care by some other family member or relative when there was no adult 
relative living' with the family (Tables 7 and 11), For both of these 
groups of black women 5 those who had an adult relative living In the 
household tended to use that relative to care for the child. However ^ 
those without such a relative In the household were much more likely to 
take their children to a relative's home^ or to use a combination of y 

family members (Tables 8 and 12), \ 

. . — . ^ ^ \ ^ ^ . 

A teenager (l,e*| llf to 17 yea\*s of age) residing In the home il^--. , 

^ - 7 
a potential source of child care diarlng ndnschool hours of. the day. 

°This Independent variable assumed the value of one if there was a^ 
relative 18 years of%^age or older living in, the household and a zero 
otherwise* Children of , the respondent In this age group who were not 
attending school were ciasslfled as adult relatives ^ but husbands were not* 

7jhis independent variable assumed the value of one if there was a 
child Ih to 17 yeari\of age in the household and zero otherwise* ' 



iissi^^'---^^-- . ■ 

lii^A'fe^^^^^ the presence of a teenager to affect child car# 

^i^w;!;."'-' ^ ■ ' ■ " ,. * , ■" / ' , ^ . ■ • i, . 

. . rarra among ycmngj'aohool-a^d children birt not among thoie under . 

the age of six 5 since infants and preschoolers are likeijr to require care 
; dturlng the hours that teeriaged sitlinga are. in school. As ea^ected^ . 
the prtserice of ' a teenager was not a significant deteTOinant of the ' 
, i choice of care for wmen with infant children (Tahles 1 and 3)* .^ng 
blacks and whiles wl^h children six to thirteen years of age^ teenagers 
' ; - decreased significant^ the use of nonf amily. foms of care. (Tahles 9 
and 11). The results for women whose yomigest child was! three to^'five 
* years of age were mixed (Tahles 5 and 7)* Among whites j teenagers 
Y increased the reliance on f ami^ forais of child care. On the other 
hand^ amo^-h^ Increased the use of, famijy and nonfaipl^ 

child care, combinations* Since isuch^Gombinations ywere* classified as. 
nonfamily child care s the MGA:'' results Indlcatei a significant positive ' 
relationship between the presence of a teen^ger\^and utllliatlon of 
nonfaMly care* ' . ' / ; 

Nonmarried wpnen whose yoimgest child was^ a 'preschooler were' 
sl^lflcaht^y more likely to use nonfamlly foms of child care. than 
r . married wcHien. In the' case of women with infants^ any decreaie in 
faml^ care due, to the; absence of the father /was offset by an increase 
in .care by,s^e other relative ^.(Tables 2 and U) ^ S.lmllwn^ry ^where the 
youngest child.- was six to-^thlrteen greater use of care by some other 



relative in the home and by older., siblings 
care by the father (Tables 10 and^l2) ." 



cogens at ed for the loss of 



. The marital status variable was dlehotomouSj with the value oF'^one^^^ 
if the woman was married and living with her husband and ^ero otherwise. 



tO'fiya^ an only ehild was more ofteh oaraa for outside thm hame^ 
eithar a familjr memlier. or SGmeon4 elae^ than were children In houaetolji 
virith two or sere children, In/single-ohiid households j over 70 ptroent 



9 , 

^uaber . of ohildren Is r^resented hy two categories i respondents 
J^tth only one child lero to thirteen and those with^ two or more children 

"^See. Tables 13 through 18 for the QOst of chiid care. 



pt;^^'' . • . • - ' ■ ■ 

^/.l/ . ' ^^-/^ ' ■ ^- , - ■' -I 

' ' / f ^ ^ ' • / ^ 

Ij^ M^othesized^hat haying two or more childran in tb© family ' 
^r^'" Would reduce the probability of the respondent's d^endlng on a source 
/ ®^ heyondrthe family, n^' If child care e^enses increase with the 

: number of children^ in the family ^ then a woman with several children ' 

rJ: use a cheaper meanp of child care than one with a single child to / *" 

satisfy the same cost constraint. In general^ care by a faml^ menber ^K/- 

1 - _ I / ' ' i_ _ ' 

' was less ^^enalve than nonfamily carej hence ^ households with mOTe ' 

I than one^ child were e3*peeted to be more likely than single-child r^l 

' / ^ 1 ' ' '"'^'^ 

'\ . - families to use a fmily means of child care. However, this hroothesls • ' i 

was confirmed In only one case. The nuniber of children in the household • 

was /Significant in detemining tie choice of fMdly' or nonfamily child ' . 

. care only fbr women whose youngest child tos a preschooler (Tables 5 and ^■ ■■rm 

7) , Ptothenaord^ the nimber of chl3jiren worked in different direction^ ^ / i 

■ for black and white women* White women with more; than one child were ' ; f; 

'more likely to use a fami^ means of chllA care| black women with aore , ^ 

^ - ' ' than one, child were less like^^r to do, so. The more detailed classification i 

of child care methods found in Tables 6 and 8 may eScplain. this racial . . : . >■ 

differenced For both blacks and whites whose youngest child was three 



■ of the hoiiaehol^^ :regardl8ss of race cared for their preschool child . 
outside the hdma. Thia eospared to 26 percent of the whites and 50 percait 

of the ■blacka in families with more than one ohiM (Tabiea 6 arid 8). " 

^ '['■ . . I\ \ ... ' ' . \ ■ ' ' . •. 

For. tlaokij care out aide the home most of^en meant care in a relatlTO'e 

. home} percent of the "black families with, only one child used tl^s 

meana^ compared to Ik percent for black fmlliea with two/ or more 

children. For whites wltji a child of preschool age^ care mit side the 

hOTie was more llke^ to involve a nonrelatlve or day care center* 

Characteristics of the Joh ' 

Since a father ^ relative^ or^ older slhllng Mght he availahle 

as a child care resource for only a limited niamher .of houri each day-r~^~~^~ 

9' "would e^^ect that- reliance on such individual for child care would - i 

- ■ . ^ ■ ^ ■ ' ' ..y ■ 22 

he more frequent among fMiillei In which the mother worked part time, 

= = ' ' ,k ■ ^ - ' ' ' ' 

In addition* "because of trie shorter hours involved mothers who^ work" 

- ' " • ■ . , • . ' '-^ 

part t^e and bjave school-aged children are more llie]^ to be- ahle to 

' ' 1 ' * " 

care for thalr children af^er school, Hence:^ p^t-ttae workers should i 

be less likely than full-tme workers to use nonfami^ child care 

arrangements. These ,e3i^ectat ions were conflmed only for white women 

whose youngest was , less than tl^ee or six to thirteen years'' of age ^ 

(Tahies l_pnd g), White^ part-ttae workers with infants were much mora - 

likely to rely on care by fathers than were full-time workers , while ^ ^ 

/those employed fuU time more often used care in the home of nonrelatives 

' ' (Table 2), For white women with schpol-aged ch^ldren^ part-time work 



/, 



_ — — — :r:~- ; --^ : --- ' ^ — — " " " . 

A part-time worker is defined as onfe who, usually worked a maximim 
of 34 hours a week* ' ' - ' . ' ' 
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^ was associated with increased care the moth^ after echOQl houra^ 
inereastd care-by the TOthar at work /and a decrease in the nmtthar of 
children lefb imattended. (Tahle 10) .^ /^^^ ■ : • ; 

In general^ airariging for a child to he eared for by a aoOTelativa 
.or a day care center was a^re pensive' than an arrangement made with 
a family member * Tkmi^L we anticipate that rellanca oh nonfamlly chlia 
care shonM ha directly i^lated to a woman's tourly aarnlngew. F 

-white woman with infanta or Ereichoolers this relationship was found ^ 

12 ' 

to exist enables 1 and 5)* " -Thii^as^ted primarily Itim a 
in the care given hy nonrelatlvea rather than a significantly ^aatar r 
reliance on center care (Tahles,2 and 6). For axa^le/ mong white 
women with infants^ the flfast hlgh^ paid group' was twice as llkaly^as 
tha lowest to use .care "by nonrelatlvei either In or out of tha hpia. 

For hlackSj the results w^re unclear- The mother's hourly :i^ga 
rate was significantly related to the use of a nonfmlly chiM care 
arrangement for families whose ypujigest child was of preschool or school 
age (Tahles 7 and 11), However ^ for the first group the' relatl'ohshlp ' 
was not monotonici and for the second^ it was oOTOsite the one predicted. 
Thus ^ for "both groupie resptondents In the lowest wage catagoi^ ware 



more likely tMaff-those in the middle categoiy ($l*6l tD^$2.U0) to make 
child ^dare ■arrangements outslda the faml3^, Howeyery this ^Ming is 
amhiguous^ a^ce for hoth^ groups of blacks for which the ^ vmr labia /to s 

10^ - ' : ^ ■ ' — _ — 

respondents are divided Into three catagorlas by hourly Mga. The 
lowest paid are. those earning $1.60 an'hour or less^ the /mlnljQgnai wage in 
1971* In the second category are those earning $1.6l to $2. if 0 an hour'p and 
thf highest paid are those making over ^2.M0. • . I 
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significant, those earning $1.60 or less an hour were much more, likely to 
uae a combination of relatives and nonreiatlves (Tables 8 and 12),. It 
'idll recalled that such casei .were classified be nbrifamily arrangements* 
Mong "blfick woaen with preschool children/ the higher-than- average use 
of nonfamiljf care hy those respondents earning $2. Uo or more an hour was 
the result of a greater reliance on organized diy care centers (Ta^le 8)*/ 
The proportion using day care centers was alxooat twide as great for the 
most highly paid grbup aa for- those earning under $1.6o/' V 
Geographlg^ocatlon of Hesldence . .' / 

The location of a woman's home. is e^^ected to influence the child 
care options available to her. For eKfunplei the greater the population ^ 
density^ the higher^ is the prohahillty of having a day care qenter nearby, 
Historically^ the western region of the country ^ particulai'O^ California ^ V 
has led the nation in the development of organized day care centers 
and other presehool p.rograms,^^ In addlt ion ^ federally sponsored' child 
care progrms have tseen concentrated^in the southern Un^ States* 
Thus 5 we expect" to find a higher use, of nonfimily forais of child care^ - 
particularly center care 5 in the South and the Wetft, . ^ 



^ , ~ A three category varlahle was ueed as a proky for the -p^ulation 
.density of the woman's area of residence- The categories of this varla'ble . 
-were (1) living. In the central city of an SMSA^ (2) living in an SMSA biit 
not its .central clty^ and. (3) npt^llving in 'an S^GA* Thus^ It Is^ assume! 
that population density .decreases from category one to category thriie, - ^ 

Ik- - ^ 

For preprimaiy enrollment rates b^^^region for 19'^.^ see Linda A, 

: Barker ^ Prepr imary Enrolment ; October /igT^ (Washlngtonr National Center 

for, Educational Statistics ^ m 5 ^ 220 i 20079-72 ) , For a diseusslon-of the 

^MM^D^___Qt chlM^are^ in the U nited States ^ see Virginia Kerr, "One Step"- - 

Forward— Two Steps Back ; Chiia^CIfe^T'TmyTAam^G ■ H ib Lu r^ , ^^i n°PaiB^— 

Hoby (ed.). Child Oare-^Who Cares (New York i ' Basic, Books, Inc.j 1973) 

pp.) 157-n. ' ^ ; ; ' . 



P^ulation density, wai signif iDantly reiated to the choice 'Ibetween 
faaii^Va^d nonfamily fowna of care ori^ afflbflg. t lack women ^tfeh cM 
mder siK (Tables 3 and 7)* Llvins outside an S!^A algMficantJ^ redueed 
the prdbabillty that a tlack child wouM Tds oared for in a nonfamily' ' '- : ^ 
arrangement irtiile hie or her motHer workied outilde the home, J 

^ Although the rtlatlonihip Ibetween ; population deniity^^^^ 
nonfajslly child care arrto wai not aignificant\f©r^^^^w 

ifi^iorbant aaaooiatt oa hatween^ 
V organized day care aentersi For hoth tslacki and whitei whoise ycrungeit 

xchlld was a preschoolerj the proportion sending their children to a> day care ■ ; 
center wsa consideraTDly higher i^ the famli^ lived- in: the central (^ity of 
an SMSA'( Tables 6 snd 8). For example 23 perceht'of'the whltea and 22 
; .percent of the hlacki' who lived in^ central eitles-^ of SNBA*s used center 
care. This compared with 8. percfnt. of the whiteo and 13 percent of the i 

^ ^ ^: . /■ / ' : ^ /■ ' / \ 1; ..44 ■: 

blacks who lived outside an SMSA. .1 ^ . ' -. ^ - 

Region of residence had a slghlfi^nt effect on the selection of norifamily 
child care arrangements among white^^ infant children (Table 1), For 

this group of mothers^ use^ of nonfamily formii of care was signif icantljr greater 
in the South than in other regions of the c6"i^try--priafik'rily because of ^the , 
higher-than-average us^ of center care by southern whites (Table 2)* - 
' ■ An exMiination of regiorial patterns of day care center use indicates 
; ^ that white women who live, in either the southern or western regiona 
'vrere considerably more likely to leave a child under six in a day care 
center while they worked, For biacks ^a iimi]^r relationship is found > 



Women whose youi^est child was six to thirteen wer^. an exception to 
this statement. ' . ' ■ , ^ ^ . - * \ * ' 



/ ■ : ■ 13 

^ among women wlthdnfantii 13 percent of thpie in ^;he South used day, care 
, aenters dOTpare«^^ to only 2 percent in the Northeait or North Central 
itatei (Tatle h) ^ Whether these differences reault from tegional 
dlf f erenoei \in the en^ha^islof federal programs or f^om variationi ajaong 
states in child eare legiilation ii not known^ hut deserves, careful 

inveitigation* ^ ' ' ' . ■ ^ 

16 ■ \ ; ' 

Personal CharacteriEtici ^ - 



Arleen Leihowit2/S research on the time devoted by Mth^rti and 
fathers to the ^nurturing of young children suggests a, positive N^rr elation 
hejbween thejiother^s educational attainment "and the amotmt of ttae 
■ spent in the, care of children under hix years of age, Furthemore^ she 
suggests that better educated women are unlikejy to view older children ' 
or other relatives as adequate sources of child car;© for ydung children,; , 
Thua^ we hypothesized that the greater a wdman-s educational attalimentj 



the more likely she wiH "Be to use a nonfami^ form of "child care. 

Our results for white wmen whose youngest child was either an 
infant or preschooler confimed our ^npothesls (Tahles 1 and 5)* On 
the other 'hand 3 for hlacks the relationship held'rpnly in the case of 



The analysis included two variables which we classified. as ^ 
personal characteristics. These werel age and educational attainment, 
^.The results for the age variable were\perplexii^ and appeared to be ^ 
related to our class if ieatloii of a ^combination of relatiVfe.and nonrelatlve 
care as a nonfamily child care arrangement. For this reaioni we do not 
discuss the age variable in the text i ' _ ? . 

' ~ See, Arleen Leibowits^ "Education, and Home Production^" toerican 
EconoalG Review 6U (May 1974) i a43-50| and Arisen ^^Leibowltis "Home 
Investments ihT Children." Journal of Political feonomy 82 (Mafoh/April 
1974)iSlll-3l, ^ " ~ ■ ' " - - ■ ■ ' ■ \ 
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wMien with infanta (TaTDla 3)* AU'else "bmi^ tqual^" white and tlaok 



wesen with at least eoU^e eduMtion were aiqpro^ljsEtaly OM--and 

one^half tljmM ai likely to Itaya an infant child In a noafaml]^ child 
care arrangment as were wcmen who had not cMplttrf hi^ school 
(Tables 1 and 3). For whites, this rcrolts Minly trem worm fraquaat. 
ufie of larelated persons who caj» Into the haaa to care for the chUjaran 



or who c^red for the chlltoen in their era hos^s (Tatle 2). For h 

it was the higher use of day . care cteteri arong those with aow bollege' 

^ucat ion. that e^3jained this difference (Tahla 

, Althcjigh ediacatlon was- not' el^if Icantly reta to. the choice i 
between family and nonfaadly meana of care for those houaehoMs. where the 
jncningest child was ^aik to, thirteen^ therel he an Ji^wtant relation* 

^ahip hetween education aril type of fmlly care (Tahlea 9 and 11). Aoiong 
Tjotn^racaaj women with more than a high school education hetter ahle"* 

to arringe their working days to pirovide care for their children th^nselves. 

'■■ " - ^ . . ■ , J! ■ ■ ^ ^ ■ , V.' ./ ■. 

l^hites with more than 12 years of, ochooling whose youngest child was in 

\ . " ■ . : ■ ' ■ ■. . . 

schdol were more frequently avallahle to care for their children after x 
ichool than were wcaaen with a'x^high school Vacation or less^ and there 
was correspondingly less reliance on care hy older siblings aiaong the siost 
highly educated grcmp (Tahle 10)* Those hla^a with more than a high 
school education had a low6r probahillty of leaving a child \msupervlsed 
or in the care of a slhling and a greater prohahlllt^- of care by the 
mother herself at work or at home after sc tool (Table IS), 
Summary 

In gener a l* the dec is ion to go Qu telde the femlly to arrange for 



the care , of young children while the mother worked was a fmcti^n^of the 
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availability of other fimi^ memTsers at home or In the. commmiity^ the^ """ 
wcmaa' a earnings^ and her edubational attainment* If relatlvis lived in 
the.h^e or local area^ the^vorklng Mther was llke^ to have them look^ 

■ after the ohildren in her^ahaenee. Although teenaged children often 
oared for preschoolera arid ymng ichool-aged children^ they were 
generally not used to c6re for children lyider tluree yeari of age. In 

^ addition to the family^ b con^oiitionj the earnings "of the^ woman played 
an 'important role Wthe choice of nonfamil^r-forM of child care. Thus^ 
all else /being equal/ reliance on norifamily child care increaied as 
earnings increaaad. After contro31ing for. family ooapo 
educational attainment was poaitiveJ^ related to the. ielection of , 
nonfamily chiid care^ particularjy among wotten with thfanta/^ffius* 

: ; ■■'/ , : . , ■ / ^ " r'': : 

. women with some college ^education were .more. likeJy ' than those with 
leas .than/high school. to opt for a -monfami^ form of child dare even if 
f Mily ^siihstltutes Were available in the home or locality. ' 

. Federal child care legislation hpe had as oae_^ cff its primary^ 
ohjictivea the provision of chilTd care services to low inccme families. 

With the national effphaals on the develoment of centeA^care. we - 

/ " - ' , : ' / ^ ■ ' - 

.e^^ectad to ohserve the ef feet ' of ; th^.u. policy ^in a high incidence of 
day care, center ^illiation. among women "who earned low wages. 0;ur 
reiiilta for whltea lu^eited that ^low wage women were no more likely to 
rely on center care tton high wage womeni and for hlacks^ there waa a 
poaltive ralationsMp "between reliance on day cari centers and the 
average hourly earnings of "Kcmfen. ' ^ . ■ / . 
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. Ill COSTS OF emu CARE 

Ecgaging^ 1^ cmtside tha home Involves dlreat ai' 

wall as indirMt eosta whioli affaet tht net tb^^ub frm vwkf Tor 
woman with Bwmll ehildran, such eoati inelMa , those ooMsionad by 
the eara of ehildren, toa great ar these eoetii j the lower is the mat 
moortary Wnef it from work I ThtiSi a mesilsgfal way to measura the 
cost of child aara for the family Is the dlraot cash outlay aBso61ata<l ^ 
with an hoitt of mrkat work , suppllad ty the Mther* In t^ 
we analyse the factors that as^laia ■rarlition in this aiipunti . 

Our cost ittDdei l^othasi^as that ohildi- care' expendltiires are a 
Action of the kind of ohild care arranged^ the Ahillty of the faiaily 



Note that wa are not examining tha a'wrage houra^r cost of ehild p.// 
care, (ms data do not paririt an astiaata .of that v^ua> ' since. lEtfo 
was not cpliaoted on- actual niigfcar of hmrB cc^ared ty a.^child^eare- // 
arrangement if the w^an paid for cM.ld care ty the dayi waek| month or^^ \ , 
yaar,) A mother may actually pay. for fewer hoi^s of QhiM eara than the 
actual numhar of hours that she wdrkpd* For axmplci aasuma that : thara 
are two working mbthars . isch rallefi upon 20 hours of ehlld ycara. par// 
week and. pays f *50 per' h^itt for her arrangement* Furtheirorai thay both , 
earn $2.00 an hoiar* However^ the first mothar works a ija^lap. ^0-hoj»-a- . 
weak' J c* . while tha sacond woi^s ^only SOchours* The net howly earnings cf 
the first mother ara higher than ^ the sefcond'Sj since her expendituras of 
child care are spread over mora toi»s_^j?ork* ^uij while the.: first 
mDther nets $1.75 par ho^r| the second receives $1.50. i , 

The first mother' may raly. on unpaid family meters for 20 additional . 
hours of child aara tpAOOver har t^e away from hosaa* -pur procai^ure 
assumes a zero cost for tha tlma of these Individuals. Obviously^ the ^ 
assi^ing of a zaro cost to such f^ljr maMbers ia^iles that thalr wrginal / 
product in their next, best alternativa is ^ero. Althou^'wa fuUy 
actoiowladge that^thesa family :resources may. Involva indirect costs to 
the family^ we have no practical way of attaching a 'Wlua to their time 
devoted to the • care of childran. Ufa valuation of these family raspurees 
is complex since fami^ m^ars .may ^andoy leaking after the children and 
may iimultanepus^ engage in other tibusahold tasks. Thusi the indirect 
cost to the f amliy is far fr^ dbyluua * — yFor this reason^ wo fool that a 
irora maahingful and practical method is one that accounts for only the ^ 
direct monetary, outlay for chfld.care. ^ , y 
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; ; to pay for it, cdncern for chili care quality, and residential and " 
geographic eharact eristics. As In the ana^ais of cMld care arrattgtments 

•\ we have stratif ied ovr sample hy race and "by the age of the youngest 

^ . ^ " . ' • ' ' 

child, Sia^lar^^ the statistical method of analysi^^^i8fMul|lpie Claisi- 
fication Analysis, Thus^ we are ahle to deteipine the net'Tor "piire" 
effect Of any particular independent varlahle^ after adjusting for the 
effects of the other independent variahles in the equation* 
• ^The cost of child care associated with an hoia* of market work 
^ varied inversely with the age of the youngeit child* For example ^ hlack 
- and white women with infants paid an average of ahout $.37 for child 
care for \ each h^ir that they worked, outside the home (Tables IS' and l4) , \ 
If the youngest child was a preschooler ^ the average ho^ly expenditure 
was $*26 for whites and $,28 for hlacks. (Tahles 15 and 16)* For school- 
age children, the corre^ondlng figures were $*06 and $*dl^ (ffahles 17^ 
^' and 18), 'J ■ j . . ' ' ^ - 

CharacteMstics of the Ctiiid^Gare ArtangCTettt . ^ , ^ . . 

Expenditures for child care pre lively to he affected by who cares 
for the. children^ the mmher of children involved , and the numher of 
hcairs of care to he provided. Four variahls-xs were incliided in the 
""inan^sls-to-measureijfc^ (l) tbe i^e and location of the 

arrangement used| (2) the number of childreri imder Itf'y^^^ 
in the hoffQai (3)., marital status | and (k) the niimber of hours worked prntf^ 
week - " ' . • _ 

The singlej Mst Ifl^ortant factor affecting, the cost - of .child care 
was the type and location of care (Tables 13 through- 1&) . Family. 
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.. in the hones of relativeB, for exAs^le, white wamen with inf aat qhl34ren 
paid an average of $*07 per hour woiekeA for f.5Ufli3^ care, thair 
homae oosjared with $.lfO par hofor TOrkad for oar a in tha hsmaa of ralatlvis 
> (Table 13) /^ Thii^coet differ enoe raflectad the fact that in-hOTe; family 
oara was less likely than cara in tha hcmas of relatlvaa -to involve an 
I exohanga of monay, CoE^arad to 'bobh f ami^ f 02M of earej nQDtfamiJy ^ 
care'wai mora a^anslvai averaging ov» $^50 par hour (Tahle 13)* 

* After controUir^ for tha type of arrangamOTt as wall as tha other . 
indapandent variahlas in.iha aodel^ tha ^cost of chiid oare was ganarally 
not influenced by thm number of*ahillren forVwhom cara was providad. Tha 
excaption to this statement was white jymen with infant- ohlULran. For^; 
thaae womanj hourly ahlld aare es^anditures inareaaed as the niptoar of - 
children'^undar Ik years old rose (Tabla 13)*^ ^ 

' For both , whita and blaok waaan whose ydungast chiM wai a praf 
the ayaraga coat of child sara was hi^er among nojMnarriad than marriad 
women (Tables 15 and. I6). Among whites j ,the respective B^mmti^ymm 
$;32 and $,25. :VFor blacks they were $*46 and $^3* ^ cbntrplling \ 

■ '^for the kind of arranga^ni} an^the hours worited by the wOTan^ the net 
ratiarn frca an hour of work for women with the same wage was lower for 
nonmarried than mrried/WooyM whose yotingeat child wai: a presctooler . , A 



^imrar conclusion waa reached in the case of women with ^fant children,, 
jg^tbis cases nonmarried mo^Mrs paid $.68 per^hour worked compared to 
^.18 tfor^rorr led mothers * =^ / 

Ability to Pay / \ \ , 

'Women who earn ntore may be eJ^'ected to pay TOre for chiM care. In 
aiaffile crosa-tabulationB not presented in this reports we found that 
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■'•working mothers with children under six on, average spent "between one- sixth 

• ' ' ' ' ' ' * ■ ■ ■ 

and one-fifth of their hcairly earnings for the care of their children. This 
relative e^enditure remained refflsrkahly^ stahle rsgardless of earningi^ - 
inlying a direot ralatlonahip "between earnings and- the ahsolute esqpendi- 
turei.for child care. In the multivariate analysii^ a a Ignificant direct 
relatlonBhip between earnijga and eKpendit^ei on child care was found 
for white women whose jnot^geat child was imder for "black women whose 

youngest child was six to thirteen (Tahles-lS^ Ij and l8)* * \ . ' -^j 

Concern for Child Care Qt^^lity ^ 

Recitit time-budget atiflies have Indicated t^t better educated women 

_ _ _ " -' ■^ 

spend iBore ttoe than less well educated wcmen in the care of infants and 

preschoolers* These findings suggest a positive correlation between : .J - ^ 

concern for child care quality and a mother's educational attaiMientr Siace 

We include the mother's hourly earnings and her choice of a child care : 

arrangement in our MCA*s^ we rei^ upon her ectacatiorial attainment to serve v 

as a proxy for interest in child care fuallty*. Therefore 5 we aasime a V,^ 

direct relationship betwe^en educational attainment and es^anditi^e^^ ^ 

After controlling tor her eiirnlngs and the t^e of lifflSd care 

^ ' " ' ~ '1 \ ^ - ~ ' ^ ' ^ • - = - ■ - 

arrangement used^ a mother - s educati^:^J^attalnment =was=not sigMf lMnt^r~~ 

related to child care e^endltures. However^ iilnee education was 

ijttportant in ^e selection of a child care arrangCTient, we conclude <ttet 

its primary effect vms on the choica of an arrangement rather than the 



^Russell C, HiU and Frank P. Stafford j "Allocation ;of Tljne to 
Preschool Children aM Educational Opportunity^" Journal of-BiTn^n 
Resources 9 (Sumier 197^) 1 323-ifl| and LeiboWitE^ "Education and Home 
Production*" _ ; _- _ ' 



asQimt ©depended for It onam the arrangement had ^ees fleteimlned. Thufl| 
r whereai bstttr educated women were more l^ely to leltat a nonfamily 
fram of child care than ware lesa educated women, thay paid no more for 
such: □hiM--^are than did women with lege education who used the same 4 
arrasgetaent / 

-^ Residential and Geographic Charactariatlca. ' ' . 

The price paid for acly fom of child care may te ea^ected^to he _ , 
influenced hy geographic differences in ai^ply^ demand, and taste© for 
chlia^care* Thus, we have included meam:urefl of population' density and^ ' 
region' of reaidenqe,. The net effect of residing in an ur'ban or na-al 
area on the cost of child careiis not a priori predictahla ^ since hoth 
the supply of and demand for child care are^l^elsr to he greater in 
densely populated urhan areas., Regionally^ no^a^ly child care 

utilization tends to he hi ^er in the South and the Wast than other ' 

% ■ . -. . ... 

•- - - ■■ i^j^ ■ ■ . . ......... 

parts of the country* Such differences may he e^^ected to influence' 
regional cost variations. ^ ' ./ 

, Living in an in'han area slpiiflcantly reduced the average cost 
of child care a^ng hlack and white mothers -^th Ij^ant chllkran and for; 
hla^s whose ypu^est chiia w^k a presctooler (Tahlas I3, 1^. and 16).; >^ 
The ^difference was. partict^larly .toamatic among 'blacSg with-infants (Tahla 
l4),^ If a hlacfcwOTian with an Infant child lived In the central elty of 
an SMBA, she paid on average $,15 per hour .for child care for each hour, 
that she worked. However ^ If this swae wraian did not reside In an SMSA^ 
she paid on average $.75 par horn* or"" five times the' rate of her urhan 
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= — gi^^ma^^T- = ^ . = ==^... 

The Inverst relationship between the coat of ehild care and the ' 
age of ^ the youogeat child may help to e:^lain the negative aiaoclitlon 

_betHee&--yDUng chiMren and the lahor force participation of women* ' 
AH else heing eqi^l^ a wcman with a ymmg ,ehi3d can antieipate a lower 
jsonetary return frcm work than one^ with an oMer child. 

The pr^ry factor which affected the coat of child care was .the 
klM of arrangement actual^ made. If a child waa cared for in i;he home 
by a meaber of the ^mediate fami^^j the edit was lower than if he or^ihe 
were cared for in the hom^/ of a restive/ friend ^ oi; neighbor, Howevei'^ 
the most ei^easive m©de of chiM care was In^hOTe care' by someone imrelated 
to the fami]^, Thus^ all else being equalj the net retiurn from mrket 
work appearB higher amoE^ w^en who relied upon family forms of child care* 

Furthermore 5 both earnings and rural residence played an iB^ortant 
roie in how muoh a woman paid for. the care of her children/ Women 'feho 
Earned inore tended to pay suDre for cM ^ 
mothers residing in areas, of low population density paid more on average 
for chlM «re than those living in areas of high population density. 

TV ' ¥BEFEm^CE FOB. M AL^RMTIVE FORM OF ^ Cmi^ GA^ . , - 

We analyzed the detemiinants of a mother's preference for a form 
of child care other thin tier cm^rent arrangement, (to* objective was to 
use this analysis as a proxy for child care dia sat Isf act ion* The " 



||g^^|- > variables in the. Multiple Classification Analysis, of 

V'^P^^ were the same as those used in the cost equations. The 



depeaieiit variable was dlehotomouB and. aaeimed the value of one if the 



27 



WOMB wiahed to have lome kind of child, care othar than her ' current 
v.v - mrrangasient and lero othtrwlse* Hovfeverj in fflost cases the ©qtmtions 

failed to achieve statistical ilgnlficance* PvarbheiTOra, there ^ 
v! . no consistent and generallgahle relatlonahlps an»ng the TOrleus Ind^endmt 
r vBrlablea -and the universes stratified hy race and the age of the " 

1::: - youngeit, child* Thus , these equatllons are «ofc 
: ' Although the ffloltlvarlate^^ 

: ' uniatlafactory ft'om a Btatistlcal point of view | ye were aj^^ v. 

two CDneluilQns tram the analyais*! Firat^ mst working others -wer a w.^. 

aatisfied with their, ohlld care arrang^ent| hOTevOTV the least satlsf^^ 

were ffioth»s of infant chiMren (lahle 19)* 0* woisen wtoae youflgest 
V ^ oMld wai under ttoaa^ l6 percent of the whitei and 18 percent of the 
; "blacks e^qpreaaed a desire to have a different child care arrang^anL. 

The pr (portions daQlined cons Ideratl^ 

the hDuaehoM. Second, if the woman wished to change her child care 
arrang^ant^ her preference was more lliely to he for nonfamily rather 
^ ^ tton family fornia of child care. Thla preference for nonfMilly child 
care^wai^ gtronger "aiiion^^ \^ 

1; / The coat of arranging for the care of children whUe the a»thM^ worked 

• r outaide the home waa not. inconsequential in IfTl* Wc^en whose youngest 

child was omder three spent on average $.37 for each hour that they 
C ' BUKplled to the lahor market* The coat declined to $.27 per hour ^ong 
women whose youngest child waa three to five. A mSiJor reduction in 
:chiM care expenditures occm*red once the j^ungeat child reached school . 



age. ■ In relative terms ^ women vith children under six spent between one- 
aixth and one-fif^h of their average hour^ earnings Jor child care. 
These expenses epupled with^the low wages hiitorically earned hy women ' 
in, the United States may e^qplain the inverse relationihip Ibetween female 
"lahor force participation arid young children^ Although a family may 
need additional iources of Income j the cost of caring for ymng children 
: su"bstantial^ reduces the es^ected gain to the faml]^ ttcm the mother's 
Mployment outside the home, \ « ^ 

Family members in the home and those residing nearby are the major 
iources of child cara regardless of teace and the child's age* Although 
care provided by family members ^ particularly those in the home^ was less 
likely than nonf amily care to Involve a direct cost to the f amily^ the|e 
e^enditures were signif Icant^ particularly among preichoolers and 
infants. - 

Recent JDodlfications in the Internal Revenue Service Code represent 
a major at^ in overcoming the constrainli^ effect of children on female 
labor force participation. First ^ part-time working Mthers are now 
eligible for a j child care deduction. Second^ famlliei My deduct child 
care expenditurjes from their taxable income even if they do not Itemize 
deduotions. Thirds the tax deduction ajpplies even if payment is made to . 
near relatives* This liberalisation of the tax coda governing child . / 
care deductions should substantial^ affect the child care burden of 
low and middle income familias who were not eligible in tha past. because 
the mother worked part tlme^ the fami]^ did hot itemize deductions^ or the 
child was cared for by a near relative. 



Although qonsidera'fale national attention has "been directed at the 
need for organised day care centers in order to ^prove the eeon^lc 
status of wMitn^ the remits of this atufiy iuggest that the econooiic . 
position of women in general- Is more likely to ,te affeoted T?y ta^c 
■ Reforms < such as those receribly passed rather than ttte fmading of day 
care centers p However 5 there are several j^ortant character istioB \ 
of center care utilisation and need which require national attention. 
The f irit is the l^ortance of .day care centers among.^tlaoks*. The^ | 
reasons for this are unclear^ ani^ deserve additional research. The / . 

second is the regional variations in day care center utilization oljserved] 
in this study. Women in the Northeast and the North Central regions j 
ware considerably less likely than those in the southern or western | 
regions to leave their children in a day care center*^ Thus^ natiorml / 
policy should direct attention at these regional disparities to the ' 
extent they indicate differential access to center care among low ' 
Inccme families residing in these vari^ous regions of the United States/ 
. , Given the substantially hi^er eaqpinditures for child care among j - 
imral women-j it is unlikely that their economic status will^^^^^^ 
enhanced "by either recent changes in the income tax code or the natiobal 
and state es^hails on the development of day care centers in urban 
communities. Therefore,^ national aM.jt.ate policy Mkers should direct 
their attention to the -child care needs of rural women in America. 



faWe 1 Uiiadjuited and AdJ\jit^* ^oportions Who Relied op Nonfamiay Sources of Child Care, 

py Seeiotcon^ic and Deffiographie Characteristics , 1971' 

'(White wcmen with youngest child under 3 years of age)^ 

reiults (F-ratios in parentheies) - — - - - . 



Characteriitic 


NuEfber of 


Unadjusted 


Adjustedf 




resi^ndents 


, percent 


percent 


fetal or average 
















m 0,17 


226 


51.5 


51*5 


Age (g^igj 








17-27 , . ^ 


197 


50,5 


49,7^ 


lift 


29 : 


57.7 . 


63.2 


Nmnber Of children under 1^ years (0.75) 








1 


128 


50,1 


49, P 


2 or more 


98 


53*3 




Relative 18 years or older (7*'^*»#) 






No ^ ^ 


I9B 


■ ' 55.4 


54 7 


Yee 


28 


24.0 




Chiid 14-17 years oM in houaehold (0*59) 








m . ~ 


212 


51.3 . .., 


52,1 


Yea 


14 


c 


c 


Marital statue (O.QQ) 








Married , ' ■ / 


196 






Other v ^ ' 


30 


45.4 


51 6 


Highest grade QQEpleted (2,49*) 




0-11 years 


50 


. 42a 


4l.9 


/ 12 years 


124 


49*2 


50.8 




CO 

Pd 


65,3, 


62 iO 


Hours worked par week (i5,33^**) 








'Part-tirae (l-3^ni6urs) 


72 


30.8 


30*2 


Full-tise (35 or more hours) 


154 


62a 


62.4.- 


Average hourly earnings (4.59**) 






$1*60 or less 


3k ' ■ 


40.6 


48,0 


\ $il6i42.4o / ^ ^ 




41.4 


41.3 


1 $2,41 or inore ^ 


. . 100 


63,4 


61a 


|Area of residence (0,E3) ' 






\ In BmA^ central city 


60 


52*6 


50*6 


In Bt^A^ ,not central city 


76 . 


52*6 


54.1 


; Hot in smk 


90 


i*9.5 


49,4 


Region of residence (3.51**) 


South 


82 


63.3 


62.7 


West ^ 


39 


51v7 


.. 50.7 ^ 


Other ^ . 


105 


43.8 


44:6 



a FeTcentages are adjusted '^or =the eff ^ of aH the explanatory variahles sh^n in the tahle. 

h Universe restricted to women who were en^loyed wage and salary workers in the I97I survey s 
wi^. Respondents who lack informtion on any of the yariahles used in the are excluded 
tram the saa^le* . ' r . 

e .Perctntages not shown where n^^er of sa^le si^e is S3^14er than 25* - - _ .-^ 

, * iigfiif leant at s ^ .10. , = 

** ' Signifieant at < :05. . ■ - . _ ■ 

*** Significant at s i .01. ■ ■ • , ' 



25 



31 



ChUd Care Arrang^entSi by SoeioaQenomlc and ptmo^aphlc Chai>aoterlstlGS| 

. w^n^vith ywia^est Ghild under 3 year's of ^ ait)® 

' ' - ' (Percentage distrltutien) , = 



Child Q&Tm grrangtments 


Total or 
^ avieragt 


Age. 


ll^fibe:^ of children 
( Wider 14 yeari 


Relative 18 
ytars or older 


17-27 


3U-U8 




2 cQf iftore 


Ko 


; Yet, 


wm ■ ^ ' m.- * - J -- ^ ' 

TQtaX numbtr in gs^^le 




197^ 




;128 H 


■ 98: 


198 


28 . 


Total pereiftt = 


100 


100 ' 


1^ 


4^1^ 


100 




100 


Fajiiiy aourees of cart 


% 


50 ^ 


1*2 


50 






76 






25 


^ 32 


25 


27 


as 


56. 


Father 


' 13 


13 


11 


. 12 


13 




h 


OMer iihiiog 


i 


0 


18 


1 


k 


1 ^ 




Other relative 


8 


9 


0 


n 


5 


3 


k% 


^kthor after lehooi 


0 


■ 0 


0 


0 


0- 


. 0 


0 


Cesfbinatian of family mes&era 


3 


i 


3 


. 2 - 


3 


3^^ 


0 


Cldld earea for self 






- 0 


: 0 . 


1 


i 


0 


Outsliie child 'a home 




25 


11 


25 


iO ' 


23 


20 


Hose of relatiya 




21 


7 


23 


16 


20 


16 


Mother at work 


3 


3 


3 


i 




3 


k - 


; NonfaBilly sourcee of .care 


ja 


51 


^■ 


50 


^ 53 


55 


2h 

a ^ 


^Ja child's hpse . 


12 . 


10 ^ 


a? 


8 


18 / 


13 


' - -^ Norufelatlvi \ 


8 


8 


9 


8 


9 


9 


k ... 


Rtlative and nonrelative 


k 


" 2 


16 


0 


8 


^ 


16 


Outside chiM*a home 


35 


36 


29 


1+2^ 


28 


38 


Honrelative 




31 


^ 22 


36 ■ 


21 


33 


7 


. Day care center 


6 


6 


8 


6 


6 


6 


9 


Other 




k 


3 


"1 


8 


5 


0 



(Tahle continued on next page*) 
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Tabl« 2 -- Continued 



Child cafe arrangsinen'ts 


Total 
or 
averaga 


Child 11+^17 years 
old in houichdid 


Marital 
status 


Highest grade 
cos^sletad 


Hours 
worked per 
w.veek 


No 


Yes 


Married 


.other 


O-H 


12 


13-18 


Full 
time 


Part 
time 


Total nua'bar in eample 


226 


212 




196 


30 


50 


124 


52 


154 


72 


Total percent 


. ITO 


100 


h 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100- 


, Fmnily ioureei of aare. 


49 


li9 


h 


l48 


55 


58 


51 


35 


38 


69 


In eMld's home 


£6 


25 


h 


25 




35 


23 


23 


18 


41 


Father 


13 


12 


h , 


15 


0 


9 


12 


1? 


.7 


24 


Older iibling 


2 


1 


h 


3 


0 


Q 


1 


0 


2 


3 


Other relative 
Mother after achbol^ 


8 


9 


b 


5^ 


28 


15 


8 


3. 


8 


8 


0 


0 


h 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Combination of family 






















ffiOTl3trs ^ 


3' 


3 


h 


2 


If 


3 


3 


2 


1 


6 


Child cares for self 


0 


0 


h 


1 


0 


0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


.Outside ghild's home 


23 ^ 


2U 


h 


23 


S3 


23 


28 


11 


20 


28 


Home of relative 


20 


21 ^ 


h 


■ 19 


23 


19 


25 


9 


19 


22 


Mother at woik 


3 


3 


h 


\ 


0 




3 


2 


1 


6 


Nonfimily sources of care 


52 


51 


h 


53 




42 


U9 


. 65 


62 


31 


In ehild'a home 


12 


U 


h 


la 


li* 


14 


9 


17 


12 


la 


, Ndnrelatiye 


8 


8 


h' 


9 




9 


5 


17 


8 


9 


■ Relative and nonrelative 


% 


3 . 


h 


2 


11 


.5 


5 


0 


4 


; 3 - 


Outside child's home 


35 


36 


h 


37 


28 


29 


35 


42 


46 


15 


Nonrelative 


29 


30 


b 


' 30 


24 


20 


30 


35 


^39 


10 


Day care center 


6 


6 


b 


6 




8 


5 


7 


■7 


5 


Other 


h 


U 


b 


h 


3 


0 


4 


7 


4 


4 . 



(Table continued on next . page 0 ' 




T&'blm S " Continuid 



■/■•- 



child cBrp arfaniTP'iapn'feH 


. ' ^\ 

Total 

©ri 


Avarage hoirfly 
aarninga 


Area of ^ 
resldaaaa^ 


Region' ©f 
>a§id€n6e 


or 
leis 


f 2.40 


An 1,1 

laort^ 


In pi^oA 
0 antral 
eity , ' 


In SHBA 

not 
0 antral 
aity V 


Not 


Bouth 




Other. 










3,00 




7o 


90 




39 


105 


Total pareant 


100 


100 


ioo. 


100 


100 - 


1^ 


100 


loo. 


100 


iob; 




ilQ 










hi 


51 


37 


1*8 






iS 




32 


19. 


m 


29 


26 


, ii» 


i5 








Q 






















10 


i 


0 


2 = 


1 




0 


0 




Othar relative. 


^ 8 


la 


10 


5 


7 


10 


7 


8 


a 


8 


Mcyth^r a^af* sohool 


0 


0 


0 


0 


\> ,:0' ;^ 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 








^ I* 


















3 


0. 


2 


0 




if 


2 




3 


Child aares Tot ialf 


0 


3 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


0 


2 


6 


Outs Ida ahlld ' s 


23 . 


• 29 


26 


IB 


26 


19 


25 


23 


23 


S3 


H^a of ralativa 


20 


15 


25 


17 


^21 


16 


22 


23 


18 


18 


Mothtr at work 


3 


13 


1 ■ 


1'^ 




3 


. 2- 


0 


3 


It 


Nenfamlly so\u*eii of care 




^1 


1*1 


63 


53 


53 


50 


63 


5a 


Uk 


In ahili's home 


12 


10 


? 


1? 


11 


■ n 


11* 


. 11 


1 


Ik 


Hdnralatlve 


8 


6 


k 




7 


7 


n 


9 




9 


Relative end nenrilatlva 




■ 3 


3 


k 


k 


k . 


3 


2 


. 3 


5 


Outfilda chiM'a home 


" 35 


a? 




ko 


ko 


37 


31 


51 


35 


26 


.Konralativa 




17 


28 




27 , 




29 


3U 




i6 


Day esre oantar 


^ 6 


10 


. 5 


6 


13 


5 


2 


17 




0 


Other , i 


k 




1 


6 




a 


5 


1* 


' i 


8 


k 



a Uriivarse rastrleted to vcnaen who were ^lo^^d waga and gtlary .iiorkera in the 19^ lurvty vtek* 
Respondents vho laek infermatlen on ar^ of the variablta nsed in the preeading MCA (Tahle 1) 
are e3co3AJded frtm the aai^le . ' * 

% Pare entage distribut ion net shown where sai^le jiia is less thin 25 j 

c Mother works only when child is in school* 



28 



34 



Table 3 Unai'justed and Adjusted* Preperfciong Who Relied on Nonfanily Sourees of Child Gara^ 

% SoeioeeonQmie and Demographic Characteriities j 1$7X . » 

(Black wmen with yipynfiest child under 3 years of age )^ 

MSI results (F-ratios In partntheses) , 



Characteriatie 

^ ' . " ' \ ' ^ " ■ . ^ 


Nimher of 
Wsponidents 


Unadjusted 
percent 


Adjusted^ 
percent 


Total or average (3*61***) 










R 0*15 










Age (o*,77***; 














.I7*t 


33.0 


31-9 






33 


*to* u 




Nua^ber of children under l4 years (0*86) 










.1 




88 


30sO 


^ 51 8 ■ ' 


2 or i^re 






jw * 0 




Relative lo years or older tib,o5***j 




= - 






• No ' ' ■ - 






HQ (7 


. J- , 


;*yes ^ r 5 - ' .■ ■ " r... / 






1 7 n 

if .u 




Child 1«+=17 yearg eld In housenold [0.27 J 










No ' s 










Yea 






4i 0 ' ' 




Marital status (a *1*9) 










Harried 






i %7 1 


HI 2 


Other ^ ? 








4l*l 


Highest grade completed {2M^) 










0^11 years ? ; . 






2^.9 


iB.7 


^ 12 years 






3&.0 


35.2 


13 or moTm years * 




31 


53.5 


: 49,3 


Hoots vorked per week (I.63) 










Part ^t Me (1^3^ hoiJure) 






25.1 


27,7 


PuH^time (35 ©T/ffiore hours )^ 




161 


37-9 . 


37,1 


Average hois-ly earnings ^(0*89) 




62 






$1.60 or less 




29.2 


. 33.7 ■ , 


$1.6i4i*l40 , • 




100 


36*0 ^ ' 


38.6 . 


$2.41 or more 




45 


39.0 


28*5 


Ares of residence (7*^7***) 










:^ In BWAp central city ; , 




leU 


45,2 


43^4 


In BNiAj net ctntral city 




39 


42,0 


---4i*3 ^ 


Not in BMBA 




, ^ 64 . . 


13.8 • 


17-2 


Resign ^^^j tnse (0.27) ^ 'v 








34^ 


South 




143 ' 


31.9 


West / ^ . ^ . 




13 


C ; 


• .>. c ' 


Other ' ' . 




51 


. 37.9 


33.2 



a^r-pareentagee^are- adjustedt-for-the^effects^^^ 

h Universe restricted to wemen who were emplc^ed wage ani salary workers in the. 19^ survey week* 
Respondents who lack' information on any of^ the '^riahles used in the MCA are eKcluded^f rom th^ * 
. sa^le.^ V " ^ : 

e ^Percentages not shown where number of sample size is smaller than 25* — - 

- * Significant at « < .10. . '•' .... ■ ' 

Signif ieant at ffi < .05* i . 

*** BignifAcant at eg < *01* . , 



Tai^ll k CMW ^rt Aafiangefflenti , 'by SDaioeeonomie and DamQ^aphic Cha^iteteyiitleis 1971^ 

jFareentage distri'butioa) 



11 



'Child, QS^Tw air^ges^nts ' ^ ^ 


Total 




K^har of ohildi^n 
// ui^ar 1^ ytars 


Halatiya 18 
ytari or oUtr 


ayeraga 








i ^ mbre 


Ho 


Yas ; 


Total Twirihfe? in sas^la 








[ 88 


U9 


125. 


& 


fatal pereant 


100 


100 




100 


160 . 


100 


100 


Family aourots of eara 


65 


67 




70 


a 




83 




30 


3U 


: t 


38 




19 


63 


Father , 


7 


7 




9 




7 ' 


8 


, OMer iiWlng 


3 


1 


J' 


' ■ 1 .-^ 




1 


7 


Othor ralativi ^ 


11 








19 


7 


k2 


^ Mother afttr school 


0 


0 




0 


1 


0 


1 


Ceasbiiiation of^ family ma^ftitre 


5. 


1* 




5 


k 




6 


. Child earei for self 


0 


0 


■7 0 


0 


0 


'0 


0 


/^tiida ohil4*s hc^e 


29 


33 


ft , 


3i 




35 


21 


Hero of rela tiva 


m 


3fi ■• 


/ .7 


31 


Si 




19 


tothar at vork 


1 




Q 


1 


1^ 


i 


.2 


Honfamily sour cii of aaro / 




3^ / 


m 


30 


39 


1*7 


17 


In ehild's h^Ba "^T 




7 




6 




12 


1* 


\Nonrelative 




- 2,7 


16 




'3 




1 


Relative aM nonrelatiye 






5 


, 1 


^ 8 


7 


3 


Outsidt child * i hcsia 


fi^ 


4' 






.26 


33 


13 


Noiuralativa . 


15' ^ 


1^ 


13 




? 10 


17 


H 


Day cara cantar 


U 


U 


9 




16 


16 


2 


Other 1 


1 ; 


0 


5 


0 


2= ^ 


2 


0 



(Tahla cdntinuad on next page * ) 



^atle k] . Continued 



- -j ^ — 

GhiM care^ errangemtnts 


Total 
or 
average 


Child 
year 
ifi h^ 


1U^17 
s ©Id 
ichoid 


Marital 
status 


Highest grade 
goa^plated 


Hoiffs 
worked 
per week* 


No, 


yea 


Mawied 


Other 


0-11 


12^ 


i3-i£ 


FuU 
jljne 


Part 
tliDe 


Total .number in g a^le 

Total percent 7 

Faaily seurces ©f core 
'\lh- ehUd'-a home 
\Fa^her - - 
^^War glbling^ 
ofiSbr relative 
Mother arter aGhool^ 
GoB^toinatipn ©f . fasdly 
jnesibera 

Child' cCtpS "TriT* h^T^ 

Outsida ehild's hbse 
Hpffie of relative 
Hither at work 
Nonfaiaily ioi;yrees ©f care 
In ©hiid^i h©me 
Nonrelative , 

Reiativa and n©nrelative 
Outside child 'e home 
Konrelative 
Day ©are ©enter 
Other 


i07 

100 ' 

65 
36 

? 

3 
21 

0 

3 
0 
29 
\28 " 
1 
35 
9 
k 

^ 5 
25 
15 
11 
1 


180 

100 

66 
3k 
7 

1 : 

21 

^ 0 

k 
0 

32 
■ 31 
. 1 
34, 
8 
k 
3 

25 . 
Ih 
11 . 
1 ^ 


27 ■ 
.100 . 

59 
50 

-TO 

17 
16 
0 

, 7 
0 
9 

9 ^ 

0 

13 . 

9 
25 
17 

9 

3 


125 

100 

63 

28 
9 

H 
0 

i 

0 

35 
35 
1 

. 37 
12 
k 

7 . 
2k 
12 

12 . 
S 


8a 

100' 

68 

^*9^ 
k 

£ 

37 
1 

5 

0 
20 
18 

2 
32 

5 
2 

i 
27 
19 

0 


Bk 

1^ 

7h 
k3 
6 

£ 

22 

" o/ 

9 

0. 
33 
31 

1 
26 
13 

1 
11 
12 

9 

3 

2 . 


92 
100 

3a 

9 

i 

20 
1 

2 
0 
32 

3a 
1 

36 
h 

3 
2 
32 

19 
12 
0 


31 
100. 

kl 

3a 

^ 5 
3 

19 
0 

^ 5 
0 
Ik 
12 
3 

3k: 

15 
12 ^ 

3 
37 
13 
2k 

2 


la 

100 

62 
30. 
if 
3^ 
10 
0 

5 
0 
32 

31 

1 
38 

8 

3 
. 6 

29 
16 . 

13 
1 


k% 
100 ' 

75 
56 
20 

3 
29 

1 

3 

0 
19 
17 

2 

25 . 
H 

I 

11 
2 
2 



(Tahle epntinued on nesrt page*) 



37 



31 



Table k Continued 



Child oare arrangamants 


Total 

or 
average 


Average hourly , 
earnings 


Area of 
residence 


. Region e£ 
reaidenoe . 


$1*60 
or 
less 


$1.61- 
ta.Uo 


$a,m 

or 


central 
eity 


In ^Wmh 

not 
central 
' city 


ifc 
SdSA 


Boutb 


West 


other 


Total Buinber In iaqpli 


SO? 


Si 


100 


1*5^ 


lOU 


39 




IU3 


13 




Total pereent 


100 


100 ; 


100 


100 


100- 


1^ 


100 


100 


b 


100 


Jially iovuf ces of cajr© 


65 




6U 


61: 


55 




86 


68 


b 


. 62 


In chiM ^ s h^oa i 


36 


ia 


33 


i6 


39 


38 


k6 


^ 38 


b 


39 


Fa'ihii' 


7 




9 


l» 






? 


8 


b. 


7 


OMtr sibling 


^ 3 


k 


3 


i 


i 


0 


6 


3 


b 


3 


Other relative ^ 


il 






15 


31 .. 


m 


tD 


21 


b 


25 


Msther after gghool^ 


0 


1 . 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


b 


0 


Cisblnation of family 
























' 3 


5 




5 


1 


. 3 


13 


6 


b 


f 3 


CHilU earei for self 


0 




0 ^ 


iO 


0 


0 


0 


0 


% 


0 


Outs iae child's boma 




30 




35 


e6 


to ^ 


^0 


30 


b 


2k 


of relative 


gS 






32 




20 


1*0 




b 


23 


Ktothe^^ at wo^k 


1 




0. 


3 


2 


. 0 


0 


1 


b 


1 


Nonfamily sburoes of care 


35 




36 


39 


U5 


^3 ' 


Ik 


-33 


b 


38 


In chili ' s home 


9 


9 


6 


16 


13 


5 


k 


6 


b 


19 


- . Nonrelatiya 




0 


2 


la 


6 


0 


3 


2 


% 


10 


V ftalativt and r.:;m't>'' vi^e 




9 


. k 


1^ 


8 


, 5 
36 


1 


k 


b 


9 


Oui^eide ehlM^ii 1 




19 


30 


ei 


31 


10 


25 


b 


19 


NonrelatjAf 




15 




13. 


15 




9 


12 


b 


18 






k 


Ik 


9 


15 


lU 


\ 1 


13 


b 


2 


Othtr 




i 


1 , 


i 


1 


i 


^ Q 


2 


b 


0 



a Univc^siii r^iitrife^ed to. women who were tfflployed wage and ialary worktrs in the 1971 survey week* 
Resp^i.d- r^ts w^:? lack infeimatlon on any of the variables used in the preGiding yOA (Tablt 3) 
are ■ lut^ijd f?^^ the sample « y 

b Perc^fntc*ge disitribution not shown where sample ii%m is Itis than 25 # ^ - 

o Mother works only when child is in school # " 



\ 
\ 



Tible 3 Unadjusted Adjustod^ Proporblone Wto Relied on Konfamily Saurees of Child Care, 

ty Saeioeeonomie and Dejooiraphia Characttriitioa 3 1971 

(WMte woffisa with younfoat child 3 to 5 years of sge)^ 

■rM^^ Jesuits (P^i'ratio in parantheses) 



Chftraeteriitic 


Ifumber of 
respondents 


UnadJuBted 
percent 


Adjusted^ - 
percent 


Total or average (2,57***) 








0.09 


810 . 


'^9.9 


H9*9 „ 


Age (9*£5***j . * 








17-27 ' 


106 . 


kg.6 






^ ^ 1^ 


50,2 


- "^9*7 - 


Nusf^er o!f children under lU yeirs (Q 35***) 










7Q 
I ^ 




we *^ 


3 or jnora 


131 


1*1,9 




Eelative 18 years or older (3*55*) "^ ^ 








Nb 


18s 




'Yes ^ .. 


28 






Child lU=lT years old in household (i,91*) 








Mo " ~ 


166 






."Yes 


■ kk 


1 




Marital status (3,60*^) 








Married 


1^ 






Other 




60.7 


62 5 


lUgheat grade ccanpleted (E.lil^*^) 








O^U years ------- 


6q 


33.0 


38,5 


12 years , 


' 116 
3U 




53.5 


13 or iipre yeari 


63.7 


57.2 


Hsurs worHed per week (0,02) ' 








Part-time (l-SU hmiraj 


66 


po.6 


50.6 


PuU-ttoe (35 or more hours) 


iWt 


i*9*5 




Average hourly earningi (3*36**) 








£1^60 or less 


22 


31^2 ' ■ 


36,0 . , 


. il,6l-$2.U0 ^ ^ 




Ui.i ' 


U3.'if ■ 


$2,^*1 or Eore 


100^ 


61, U 


^58,5 / 


Area ©t rej^ (0,14) ^ 








~ In iMSA, eentral city 




. 51.2 


50, 1* 


Jn BHBA^ not central city 




52-^* 


. U7.6 ' ■ 


Not in BHBA . 




^7.3 




Region of ^ reside noe (6.99) 








South ■ 








West , 




57,2* 


53,5 . 


Other ^ 


; 93 


^5*3. 


kk.9 



a Percentages are adjuited for the effects of all the escplahatory: variablei shown in the tahle* 
IFniverse restricted to wOTen wj» were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 survey week, 

' Hespondents who lack information on ai^= of the variahles used in the MQA are excluded froft the 
sag^la* 

^ * Signif ieant at ^ ^ ,10, ■ , . 

** Significant at ee ^ ,05- > / 

*#» SigniflQant at ,01. ' " ' , . ■ ' = 



" 33 




Tsljle 6 Child care Axfsngtffients, 
(White vmm 



with jr^mgest ehiiat 3 to 5 y®^^^ ^S^)* ;= ' V 



A 



Total j^ctiit 

j9i child's hsffie 

Fathtr ^ 
: cadtif tilling 

Othir r#iativa \| 
> Msth^ mftar sehool 

C£xtoi:aati©n of • family n^ib^fl 
: GhtW amsitefi fo^ salT 
Ourtside ehild's home 

Warn ef relaii^e . 

M^btr St vork 

In child's homa 
. HonrelEtive 

Relativa and Donrelaiive 
Outside child tome 

.NoareOstiva 

Bay care center ^ 

Other 



310 
50 

: m 

13 
3 
10 

i 
8 
6 

xk 
n 

2i 

50 
13 
7 
6 

19 

la 



Age 



17-27 



106 
MO 
50 

10 
D 

12 
2 

5 
0 
21 
16 
5 

50 

I 

k 
37 
25 
3^ 



(Tahie eontinuad on next page. ) 



lOlt 
100 

•g 

6 
8 

.•^ : 

10- 

o 
7 

2 

50 
18 

9 
f 
26 
lU 

12 



Huidbar ©f ehlldj'en 



79 
100 

37^ 
20 
■ -\."fi 

0 
10 ; 

X 

'->3- 

0 

12 
5 

;v6t 

It 
o 

?6 

m 



2 er fflora 



131 
100 

t 

18 ^ 
* ■ 
^ 10 
2^ 

10 
'0 

13 

io 

• £■ 
. 1*2 
19 
9 
10 
16 
12 
k 







182 ! 


58, ; 


100 


100 








Si* 






^^^ •*7: : 


":-no'" - 


:V: 


■•-35'.-.; 


■2- ' 


0 


: :« . . 


k 


^ 0 , 
15 ^> 


8 - 


. v is ■ . ■ 










. 38 . . , 












It . 


m ■ ;- 




20 


15 


OS - 


w 


- .:;6;;. ^ 





'V.I' • 




40 



3«» 




■ • ■ ^ ... ' 

: Child csre arraragemehts 

■ ^ • • ' ^ . " '^ ■ 


Total 
or 
average 


Child lU-1.7 
.years old 
in hgusehold 


Marital 
status 


Highest grade 
collated 


Hours 
worked ; , 
per week 


No 


Yes 


Married 


other 


0-11 


11 


13-*l8 


Pull 
time 


Part 
time 


!^otal mMDbtr in s^^la 


210 


166 ; 




^171 


^ 39 


60 


116 


3k 


Xkk 


66 




-LwU 


100 ' 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 - 


Faini3^ lourcas of gar© 


^ 50 


k7 


6i 


53 


39 


67 


1*6 


36 


51 


.If 9 ' 


In child's homm ' 


36 


' 30 


56 ' 


39 


i6 


kS 


32 


. ' 30 


'37 


35 


Father 




11- 


11 


1? 


. 0 


17 


11 


10 


■li 


16 


Older aitjUng 


3' 


. 1 - 


13 


- k : 


i 


5 


3 


0 


3 


k 


Other relative 


10 


11 


3 


h 


19 


11 


8 


16 


11 


6 


^Mather after school^ 


i 


3 ^ 


0 


3 


0 


0 


k 


0 


1 


3. 


■ t. - ^ -" . ■ 

- Ceoibinat ion of family 






















aemhera 


8 


■ 5 






5 


15 


5 


5 


9 


5 


Chili earei for ^lelf"^^ 


0 


^ 0 


0 , 


0 = 




0 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


s outside child 'iS heme- ' 


lU 


17 


5 


Ik 


-Ik 


19 


Ik 


6 


riU 


15. 


V. Home of relative 


li 


13 


2. 


H 


8 


16 


10 




12 


7 


. : Mother at wc 


k ■ 


ft ' 


3 


3 


' 6 


k' 


3 


3 


■ 1 


8 . 


Konfamily souTcea of care 


30 


'33 


39 


'k7 


61 


33 


55 




50 


51 


In child -s home - 


■13 


13 


. Ik 


.13 


: lU 


10 


11 


''2k 


11- 


18 


. . -Nonrelative 


7 


7 


8' 


^ ' 7 


8 


k 


. 7 


r:i3 


-.5 


11 


■ Relative and' nonrelative , 


6 


6 


'7 ■ 


, 6 


6. 


6 


.5 


H 


6 




Outside child -a home 


31- 


-36 


15 


. i? 


- t7 


20 


37 


30 


3k 


"?^' 


Nonrelative 


19 


i3 ^ 


7 


17 


28 


.Ik^ 


11 


ai 


; 11 


16 


Day care center ■ 


12 , 


13 


"8 


v; 10 


18 


y% 




8 


Ik- 


8 ' 


Other. 

. ■ .. . w . ■ 


\ ^' 6 - 


^: 


10 ' 


7 ' 


^o; 


3 


^ 6 


10 


- k 


8 



ii: - • 



It 



I arable 6 — Continued 



i Child oare arrangement i 


Total 

or 
average 


Average' hour^ 
' eamSngi 


A^t© of 
resldanee . 


, Region of 
reiid@nce 


$i*€o 

or', 
less 


ia;.6ii. 
p. to. 


or 
more 


In ^A 
central 
oity . 


In SmA 

z^t 
central 
city 


Hot 
in 
^4EA\ 


Bcutb 


West 

. ■■ .\- 


other 


tpfl'i" a T ■■ n^tlT^A'T^ A V\ SB till t1 A 






OQ 


■■ XQQ 








\3 


*tO 




Ttytal percent . ' 


100 


b 


100/ 

" ' .■ "1 


: ic^ 


100 


loo" " 


100 




100 


100 


FfiiolXy Sources or o&r# ■ 




b 


39. 


39 


^ lift 


llift 


53 


\ hQ 










b, 






3^ 


3o 


37 


-I 




Kg 








16 




7 


16 


If 




, 7 


il 






b 


a 


0 


3 


i 


1» 


' 0 


a- 


3 


' Otiier - relative . 




. D 


u 




17 


■ 6 ' ' 


a 

■ 7 ■ 


li 


0 


g 


.Mothi^ after school 


i 




1. 


0 


0 




1 


3 


e 




' Gosthiaation of family ' 




















-8 




a 


b ; 


9 


7 


3 


? 


9 


9 


Child carta for self 


0 


b 


0 


Q 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Quta^de child's home 


14 


h 


Ik 


12 


15 


12 


15 


19 


12 


12 


Home of re la t^ ve . 


n 


h 


13 


9 


8 


6 


If 


12 


a 


22. 


Mother 5 at work 


h 


h 


1 


3 


7 


6 


' 0 


7 


h. 


1 


Honf emily soureei of oare 


30 


fe 


kl 






3^ 


47 


51 


■57 




In ohlM'g heme ' . 


IB 


__h ^ 


9 . 


18 


8 ' 


^ 17 


13 


' ao 


13 


IS 


. . Nonrtlative . . f. 


^ 7 


h. 


k 




1 


11 


7 


2 


8 


10 


Relative and nonrelativa 


6 


h. 


3 




3 


6 i 


7 


7 


6 


6 


Outside child's home 


31 


b 


i? 


37 


39 


32 


26' 


36 


39 


2k 


Nonrelativa 


19 


b 


Ik \ 




16 


- i2 


18 


-17 


ik 


18 


Day care center 


12 


. h 


13 


13 


13'' 


10 


8 


19 


13 


" 6 


Other ^ i 


: .6 


b 


5 


7 


5 


3 


8 


6 


5 


6 



Univerie reitricted to women vho were ei^loyed .wage and ialaiy ^rorkyrs in the 1971 turvey 
week. Respondent a -who -la ek^^infopmat ion on any of the variables used in the preoedlng 
(Table 3) are excluded from the eas^le* -- - 

Percentage distribution net shown where sample size' is.leis than i5« 
Mother works only when child ie in school, ^ ^ 



36 



I -42 



■ Talsle -7 ' Unoddusted and Adjusted^- Proportions mo Railed on rTonf amily Sourc©f of Child Cart, 
^ .Tjy Sooioaeonomic and.SemographlQ Characteristias j 19TL 

: V= v' / ^ (Black vcttea with youngest ehUd 3 t6 5 years bf age )^ : . , = 

, . . ' ' MCA raeulti (F-ratlos in parentheses) / 



Charaoterlsties 


Kuaher of, 
respondents 


Unadjusted - 
percent 


Adjusted^, 
percent 


Total or a^ragt (l,8p**) 
# m 0.09 






40.6 " 


Age (a>9U*) . v . 
17-27 

' : Sk-hB 


\63 - 
. 62 




U6.8 
^ 32.? 


Nu^er of children .under Xk years (9*5C^***) 

1. .. , ^ • ^ ■ - ^ " ■ ■ . ^ - . / 
2 or sore i 




31.^ 


22,2 
49.7 


"No 

. Yes ' ■ — 


^ 63 


39.2. 


1*0.0 
1+1.8 


Child ii*-l7 years eld in household (9*7^***) 
Ho. 

Yes , ' ^ 


87 

^38 


^ 36.5 
■r 50.5 


32.2 
61.2 


Marital status ,(3^28*) 

"liiarritd . ' ^ 

Other ^ . : ■ ' - 


11 

, MB 


3^.6 
47*7 


33-6 

^U8.9 ' 


Highest grade cQinpleted (0.39) ' . 
0^11 years _ 
11 ylars ' \ 
13 or more years = ^ ; , 

Hours wrked per week (2*33) 
Part-time (1-3^ hours). 
Fttll-tiaie (35 or more hours) 


68 
1^ . 


37<5 
U7*2 
' c 


37.8 
c 


''-^ 22 
103 


. c ^ . ■ ■ 

39-^- 


□ ' 
37-5 


Average hourly ear nii^ (U.gi^HHt) 

^$1*60 or less . . " -.^ 
■ il.6l4i*U0; ■/ . ' . 
J2*4l or sore " ' \ ' - ^- ' _ ^ 


38 
51 
36 


^7^1 r 

i7;8 ' ; 


. 1*9-1 , ■ 

55,9 


Area of residence , ( S . 67*) 

In SiilSA, central city ' 
. In i^SSA J _nQt central city 
: Ncrt in smk ' ; ^ 


- 18 

^- w ■ 


c 

32.3 ■ 


U5.6 
c 

. £7-3 


Hegioa of residence (0,86) 
South - ^ ^ 

. 'West / ; ^ , . , 

Other j 


83 

11. ' 
31 


37.3 
e 

^5*7 


• 36,k 
U7.5 



a Percentages are adjusted for the effects of aH the ea^lanatory variahles shown in ^he .tah. 
b Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary worKers In the 19^ survey 
week. Respondents who laok information on any of ^the variahles used in the MCA ire exclude 
freo the .sa^le . ^ . \ / _ _ : ' 

c Peroentaies not shown where nuaber of sample si^e Is smller than 25. . _ 
» Bi^ificant at ee ^ .10. . ; ' / . . ' = : 

Siffftifieant at «s .05* , ' ' 

«** Bignifioairt at a <i .OL. , . . ■ . . r 



Table 8 Child Care ArrBngeffients, 



women 



" / ■ f / 

n with youngest ehild 3 ta. 5 y^ai*s of ag%)^. 



Child cart arraisgeBeati >^ 

■/ . . ■ / - 




Total or 
average 


■ ■ / 
Age . 


irumber of children 
^ ^dar lit years 


Beimtiv^ 18 
^srs or older 




i7-e7 




1 


1 ©r iBore 






Total .number In sanple ^ / 


^ iiS 


-63/ 


6i 


itl 


' Sit . 


^3 


i»a 


Total percent^ . / ' 
Fami^ sburaee of eara. / 




lOD 


/ 

100 


100 


100 


100 


100 ." 


100 




59 


/63 


55 


€9 


55 






■ 5? 


In child 'a hcsae / 




El 


k3 


20 


37 






Father ^ ; A . 




3 


13 


% 


1 10 




7 


l 


Older sibling . / 


V 


0 


8 


% 


K 




3 




Other rglative f ^■ 
/ Mother sf^er icheol 




it 


13 


10 


15 


10 




, 3 


31 




/ h 


0 


\ 1 . 


0 








0 


Carina t ion of .family nitmbars 


/ 8 


5 


. li 


0 


12 ^ 




,10 


1 


Child cares for self 


/ ^ 1 ^. 


0 




0' 


'1 




' .,1 ■ 


0 


Outside Qhild'B home 


2B 




10 


^*9 ^ 


IB 




36 ; 


u 


Home of relat^.va ,/ 


. 2k 


35 


10 ^ 




lU 




31 


10. 


Mother at work / 


It 


7 


0 


k 






5 


2 


Nonfamily sources of .oara 




kl 


37 




31 


it5 




39 


U3 


In ehild's hoHB, 


10 


k 


19 


.6 


IS 




9; 


13 


Nonrelative ' 


i 




3 


0 


:.3 




3 


■ 0 


: Relative and nonrelatiye 


8 


3 


16 


6 


10 




6 


13 


Outside child's honie ; 




34 


13 


23 


32 ^ 




19 


3Q 


Nonrelative 


8 


11 


3 


6 






n ■ 


-2 


Day care canter / ^ ^ 


\ 21 


21 


io^ 


IP 






18 


28 


Other ^ 


1 


,0 


3 


3 


1 




1 


1 



(Table continued on next page .) 



44 







Child li+-l7 

years old 


Marital 
status 


Highest grade 
/^bmDleted 


Hpure 
worked 


: Chllii eire arFsngeo^nti 

• ■■ ■ ■ ■ ^^,i^> '■ • . ^' . • 


Total 


in household 










- r» 


per week 


' or 














n <a M S 

13 -lo 






average 


No 


Yes . 


Married 


Other 


d-11 


12 


Full 


Part 




















tise 


time 


. ^ ^WWh^ ■ Jill - K- QtliJJA* 


12^ 




oo 


.77 


kS 


68 


1*2 


15 




22 


Total pereent 


100 


100" 


1^ 


IQD' 


100 


1^ 


100 


h 


100 


"b 


^ Family ibu7d€i of care 


■ 59 






6p 


^ 52 


63. 


53 


h 


61 


u 




31 






-37 


25 


33 


23 


h 




u 


Father 


8 


3 


13 . 


13 


1 


11 


2 


h 


9 


,h 




k 


2. 


7 


5' 


2 


6 


0 


h 


2 


h 




IS 


' 11 


12 


8 


15 


8 


10 




12 


hi 




3 


0 i 


2 


1 


0 


0 


2 


h ' 


1 


h 


CQEObination ©f family 






















BMibirs ' ' 


8 


6 ' 


13 ^ 


9 


6 


7 


10 


-'^ h - 


: 6 


h 


. Child carts tot self 


1*. 


1 




'1 


0 




0 




1 


> 


Outsidi child *shDine 


28 


38 


k 


^ 29 


27 


i 


30 




30 


h 


Home of Talative 


2k 


33 




23 


26 




30 




29 


h 


Mother at work 


k 


5 


0 


6 


1- 


6 


0 




2 


h 


, Konfaffiily seurees of cara 


hi 


37 


' 51 


35 


m 


38 






39 


h 


In child home' ! 


10 


5 


2^ 


13 


7v 


12 


8 


"b 


9 


h 


Nonfelative 


2 


^ 2/ 


2 


/ 1^ 


3 


2 


' ;o 


^ h 


2 




Relative and'.nonreLitive - 


8 


.3 


22 " 


12 - . 


k 


10 


8 


h 


■8 


t 


Outiidb child's home 




' 32 


22 


£0 


ko 


25 


38 


Is 


29 




Nonrelative ^ , ....^^ ^ 


B 


11 


2 


5 


. 13 


9 




■ h 


9 


h 


Day care canter j 


'■^ 91 . 


21' ' 


\ 20 




27 


15 


3q 




20 


h 


Other 


,1 


0 ^ 


5 


2 


' 1 


i 






1 


h 



(Ta"bl4 continued on next page . ) 



Table 8 t-i= Continued 



Child care arrangementB 



Total 
or., 
averigf 



Total nuaibar In ga^la 
Total pare ent 

Fami^ soureas of eare • 
In child' i home ' 
^Fatl^r 
Older sihlini 
' Other relet iva ^ 
Mother after aehool 
^' Cctthination of ^ f aaily 

i^mhere . 
. Child earei for gel^ 
Outside child's lioma 
Home of relative : 
, _ . J "yi^liacTat" work 
Nonf ami^ly iQurees of care ■ 
In ehild's home 
Honrela-^ive ; 
Relative' and nonralativa 
Outside child 'e homa 
Konrelative 
Day care center 

Other 



125 
100 

59 
31 
8 
k 

li^ 
1^ 

8 
1 
28 
^ 2k 
k 

ki- 
lo 

i 
8 
29 
8 

il 



Average h^rly 
earnipgs 



$l>6o 
leal 



38 
100 

53 
17 
3 
3 
7 
0 

^ U 
2 
26 
i6 
-0 
k7 
18 
. 0 
18. 

" 10 

16 



$l.6l- 



3. 
100 

72 

3B 



7 

0 
3k 
27 

- 7 

6 
1 
5 

22 
3 

19 



$2. la 

or 
aore < 



36- 
100^ 
k3 

5 

. 2 
13 
o 

5 
0 

10 

1*; 

-3 
33 
8 
3 
3 

U6 
16 
. 30 



Area of 
residence 



In Bf^ 
central 
city 



61* 
100 

3h 
30 

10 

2 
9 
0 

7 

' 1' 
A 
m 

■ 1*6 
6 
1 
3 
37 
15 



In BimA 

not 
central 
eity 


Nat ,, * 

, in ; 


18 






100 : 


h 








h 


6 


h. 


If 


'b 


^10 


h 


0 


b- 


IW 


h y 


0 


h 


31* 


h 


26 




8 


h' 


32 


h . 


17 . 


h 




h 


-11* 




15 ' 


hi 


1 


^ h 


13 


h 


0 



Region ©f 
residence 



outh 



Wait 



83^ 
100 

63 

361 
8v 

13/ 
id 

0 

27' 

37! 
lU 
2 
11 

11 : 

2 
19 
2 



11 

,h 

=h 
,h 
h 
h 

h 

h 
h 
h 

_ih 
h 

~ h 
h 
h 
h 
h 
h 
h 



Universe restrictad td voman vho vera ei^loyad^ wage and 
Respondants vho lack information on any of the variat?la 
eKcluded from the sample, " ^ ^' i 

Fereantage -dretribution net ihovn vhere sample sl^e is 
Mother vorki only vhen child ii in. school. 



sBlary" vorkers in the 1971 iurvey week 
^1 in the praceding MOA (Table 7) 

lass than 25*_.; , 



,^=Ta^le 9 Unad justed- aM~AdJ^&sttd^-FrQportlops-WhO'Relled- on- Nonft 

to Soeioeeon^aio and Demographic CharactiristiQS, 1971 

,^ith yoynitst ehild 6 to 13 ytars of age) , . : 

' - ' MQA results (F-ratioi In parentheses) ; /v 



Characteristic 


, Ifti^er of -/^ 
respondents 


Unadjusted 
percent 


Adjusted^ 

■ . percent 


Total or average (U.Ql***) 
# =0.07 ■ ■ ■ 


m 


46.9 ^ 


16.9 


17-27 


31 
562 


^ 35.8 
15.9 


2U.9 
16,5 " 


Hua^ber of ehildren iindar 1^ years (0,02) 

-.1- : :-\ . = V - . ■ ^ . 

: 2 ©r more i . 


^3 
180 


. 15.9 . 
18.1 ^ 


17.1 
16.7 


^Eelatlve l8 yeara or oMer (12,12***) 

- - He ■ — ' ■ ■ . ' 
Yea 


126 


19-7 . 
6.5 


- ■ - rj f 
19.6 

6-8 


Child lU-17 yearb oM in houitliQld (22,17***) 

. >• no - . 
Yes- ' ^ ^ 


275 
- 318 


25-7 

J-9 


oil ff 
10.6 


Marital : status (2, ifl) 

. Harried ^ ^ ^ 
V Other V 


./V . ■- . ■■ > '- .. ' 

518 
75 


■ 16.0 
23.3 


'^16.1 
. ■ 23,0 


Hii^hest gi^ade co^leted (0.99) 
^^^^7 years - ^ 
^^'i- 12 years - -.■ ■ ■ ^ ■ - . ■ ■ ■ . 


.. ., ■- .1 ■ ^ 
' 160 
305 
1S8 


■ • \ ■ • . 

17-9 
IU.5 
21,7 


17-7 
15-1 
■ 20.3 


V Hours worked per week (U*75**) : 
Part-timi (1-34 hours) 
' Full-time (35 or more hours) 


" '203 

'390: - 


^.3 
19.4 


12.5 
19.3 


Average hourly earnings (1*69) 
$1.60. or. less ^ 

tl.&,-$i.U0 . / ' . 
:v $2.^1 or mere 


■ ■ 217 ■" 
292 


18.0 
12.2 
20,1 


19-7 
13-3 
18.8 


Area of residence (0,05), ^ 

In SI*^Aj eentrai city 
- In SMBA, not central city , 

Not in SmA ■ ' 


123 . 
239 


18.8 

17.1' 

15.7 


17-0 
16.5 ' . 


Region of residence (0.t>9) . . 

■■■..■■South-. • ■ ^ /. ■■ 
West^ . V • . ■• ^ .• 
Other ^ 


, ^ 109 
307 


18.8 
£0.4 
llf.7 


17-1 
18.1 / 
16-5/ ' 



a Percentages are adjusted for the effects of all the explanatory variables sho>m J.n the tahle. 
Universe restricted to women "who vere employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 ^wi^^y . " 
* week. Respondents . who lack InffonBatlon on any of the varlahles used in the MQA are ejECluded 
: ft-om the sample, / 

*' Significant at ^ £ .10.' ' 
** aignif icaht at s S .05. ^ ' = _ ' - 

*♦» Bignlf leant at s S .(M.. . ^ - ' \ ' 




?^^^tjle io Child Care Arrangea^ts , idei^esBC^G and Demog].''aphlc CHiarftcter isttsi^, 1971 ■ 

(White vanerv ^^th youngest chil* 6 to 13 years of age)* 
^ ' (Percentage diatrltution) , • - ■.: > ^ 



ChiM care aurmngeinents 



5ot«l muDlJfsr In sasple 
Total percent 

Fmniiy sources of care - v 
Ia child's home 
Father 

OMer slhllng 
dther relatlire ^ 
Hither after schoDl 
J jbeiE^bi nation ^ family jnemhers 

ichild cares fbr se^ 
-r-r-^Cmtsidg^ ehlli's hcmm ; 
/HsEie of relative ^ 
/ Mofeher at visrk 
HbrifMiily isvu^es of eare 
In child 'i hOTie 
Hots*elative 

Relative ' and nonrelat ive 
Outside child ' e hose ' . . . , 
Hbnrelativt 

Bay care center ' " ^ 



Other 



f ©tali or 
average 



3n 

100' 

83' 
70 
13 
IS 
g 

1 

tl^ 
13 
5 
9 

17 
6 
3 
1 
8 

i 



17-27 



31 
100 

6U 

' ^8 

' '7 
0 

& 

8 

o' 

37 
Xh 

22 
36 

9 
6 
1 

X 



562^ 
100 

it 
If 
6 

1 
21 

12 

k 
8 

ifi 
6 
5 
1 
7 
5 

a 



Hwirfber of children 
u^Tder 1^* year« 



31J 
100 

.7:5 
11 

ir> 

7 
10 

0 
30 

7 
15. 
h 
3 

1 

* 9 
6 



2, or more 



100 ^ 

82 
66 
16 
21 
If 

13 

2 

10 , 
16 

~ 11 s 

18 
8 
7 
1 
7 
6 

\ 1 



RelAti-re l8\* 



No 



__»*67^,; 

80 
65 
^lif ^ 

3 / 
11 
M 
22 
15 

5 
10 
20 

7 

6 

1 

9 
8 
2 



Yet 



ia6 

100 ^ 

87 ^ 
n, 

17 ^ 
12 
2 

17 
6 
2 
5 
7 
3 

1 . 

■ 2-\-' 
3 

0 . 
^ 3 



(Tahle CQntinue4 on ne3ct pa^e 



: Child care arrangements 


Total 

.." or";^' ., 
average 


Child 1^^17 
, years old 
dn.houeehold 


Marital - 
' status 


Highest grade' 
aoBapleted 


Haurs 
worked 
per week - 






MftPTied 


Other 


0-11 


11 


13-18 


Full 
time 


Part 
tise 


Total n^ij^er %n gaeple 


. 593 


273 


3l8 


318 


75 


i6o^ 


305 


118 , 


390 . 


103 - 




100 


inn 


100 


100 ' 


100 


100 


100 


100 - 


ICXD 


100 


FmiIJ^ so"urces of eara 


83 


7k 


\ 90 


m 


77- 


-8i 


86 


78 


81 


- 88 ^ 


; In ehilA's home 


70 


56 


^ 81 


70 ^~ 


67 


70 


70 


69 


68 


73 * 


. Tather ^ .• • .. 


13 


i'» 


13 


15 


0 


17^ 


■ ±£ 








Older litfling 


•18 


7 


17 


17 


13 


2k 


17 


Ik 


19 


16 


, Other relative 


6 


8 ■ 


ji 

H 


.... g, , . 






1 


h 


fi 




Mothar after eahool 


u 


11 


11 


H 


H 


7 


10 


19 


7 


19 


CoBibination of family ' 
























1 


1 


- 1 


a- 


'2 


' 1 


1 


0 


0 


3" 


Chlls. cares- lor Beii 




16 




11 


i9. 


IB 


13 


19 


2k 


15 


/ Outside ehllJi^e h^e 




-IS 




lit 


10 


11 


15 


10 ; 


11 


15 


- Heme of relative 


5 


7- 


3- 




1* 


k 


6 


3„_ 


6 


3 


. Hothai* at vork , . ^ 


9 


11 


7 


9 


6 


a 


10 


6 


7 


iH 


Honfaml^ se\ircei of care 
' In ehild'.i home 


17 
6 


2S 

ao 


10 

3 


Ifi 

5 = 


13 
10 


18 
3 


5 


-11 
.11 , 


19 
7 


11 
. k 


Honralative 


5 




1 




8 


3 


I* 


9 


6 


' k 


' : lalativa and nonrelatlve . 


1 


1 


1 




1 


0. 


-1 


1 


1 


1 


Outside ohlld's home 


8 


11 


.5 ■ 


7 


IE' 


10 


7 


8 


10 


k 


. Hom^elati^a • 


6 


. 10 


3 


6 


10 


8 


5 


7 


7 


. k 


' . Day aare aenter 




E 


i 


' . i 


2 


1 


2 


2 


3 


i 


Other . 


. 3 




, i ^ 


= 3 


1 - 


k 


3 


2 


3 " 


k 



(Tahla aentinued on next page.) 




fatile 10 - Continutd 




js r ^■ 
•s 





Total 
or 
average 


Average^xhourly 
earnings 


Area of • 
. ^ residence 




RefiCi on of 
TftSldence 


^*6o 

■•-or 
lass 


^l*6l« 
1^.40 


Qr ^ 
sore 


city. 


In SMBA 

not ^ 
Mjitral 

b V V A- u lA- 

elty 






West 

» 

V 


Oth^r 


Total numbar In saspla 


593 


Bk 


H? 


^ 292 \ 


1^ . 






^177 


109 


\307 


Total percent 


loo 


100 


100 


100 


Vloo' 


100 




100 i 


1Q0V 


100 


Family sources of care 


" 83 


Si 


88 


80 




83 


■ 01 ' • 
m 




Bo 




In chiM'g;hQS© ' 


70 


69 


7i 






72 


69 




^'72 


70 


Fatber 


13 


It 


lU 


lU 


1 






/ 8 


10 


as 


Older sibling 


18 










go ' 


lJ> 


' Ik- 


15 


SI 




Q 


7 




1 . 


8 






^ 6 


5 


6 


Mother after iehool 


. u 


10 


1^ . 


9 


13 


12 


9 


/^^ 


15 


. 8 . 


. wiGBiDina^ion or rfUBiiy 






















B^Biibars » ■ 


1 


- 0 


B 


0 


1 


1 


1 


0 


2 


1 


- - Chiia cares for self - 




16 
















-Ifi 






18 




18 - 


- 18 


^3 




23 




Outside cM M ' s homa 


. 13 


13' 


1^ 


u 


13 


U 


36 


12 


6 


16 


. Hboie of relat'^va - - 


5 


3 


6 


2( 


5 


3 


6 


6 


3 


1^ 


Mother at=worit 


9 - 


n 


' 9 


8 


.8 


8 


10 


. 6- 




n 


HonfamlLly sources of care 


,1? 


18 


n 


20 


19 


17 


-16- 


-19 


20 


15 


In child's home ' . 


6 


i 


3 


9 


5 


7 






? 


5 


Monrelativa 


5 


2 


a 


8 


5 


6 


h 




7 




Relative and nonrelativa 


1 : 


0 


1 


1 


0 


1 


2 


0 


2 




Outside ^ild*shco^ 


' 8 


7 


7 


9 


7 


7 


9 


:io 


9 


6 


Nonrelative 


6 


5 




7 


6 


6 


6 


7 ^ 


8 


5 


Day. care center 


2 


1 


i 




. , i . 


1 


3 


3 


1 


1 


•.Other ■ ^ y : - . 


3 


9 


. 2 


2 


6 


3 


1 


3 


2 


k 



Universe reatrieted\^ to woEen who were eiS>loyed wage and salaiy workers In the 1971 survey 
week* Resipondents vho lack inforBation on any of the variables used, in the preceding MCA 
(Tahle 9) are excluded from the ianplfe. ^ - , . 

Mother works only when child is in school. 



mm 



ERIC 



50 



TaTile 11 Unidjusttd and Adjiiated" Proportions mo Reiiei on Nonfamlly Boureas of Child 062;©^ 
; ■ i "by Boaioeconoeiie and Deaographle Gharaeteristiea j I97I ■ ' « 

' . (Black vocien with yoyng©st child 6 to 13 ytars.^.of agt)^ 



MCA resultts (P^ratioi in pirentheses) 



^- 7- --. . - 

Character la ties ' ' . ' 


. NiJ^lDcr of^ 
. respondents 


Unad'justed 
percent 


a 

Adjusted 
, percent 


,^otal or avaraga (4(05***) 










■ m ^ . 


1E.2 




" Age fl3*l4*«*V \ ' 




{ 






12 ' 




D 




236 






N^mtb^r oT QhUdirsn^- under lU jy^ears (^>37) 








X . ' ' ' 


lay. . 


* 13 9 


13 •& 


i or mere 


1E9 




10.7 










No 






13*7 , 






y - © 


10<3 


Child lfc^l7 years old in houeahpld (9.65***} 








ilP ; . ■ • ^- , ^ 


. 97 % . 




19t2.. 


, •. . Yes ■ • ■ • " 






f i J. ■ 


.Marital atstus (l.Ul) ^ 








% Married. ^ - i 


, li*I* u 


. ^ 8*8 


10,2 , 


■ Otli©r ' ' ■ ^ — 


■ 20^4- ^ 




' 1 k ft 


Highest grade completed (0,61f) . ' 


1^42 






0^X1 yasri ' ' 


8.2 


11.0 


1^ years : ' ■ 


71 


19-7 


15 .'1 


13 or Bjore years ^ ^r- .^. ; ' 


35 - 


8*i ■ 


9.6 " 


' Hours vorKed per week (0,1*7) 








■ Part-tiiat ^1-34 hours) ^ ' 




9.6 


. 9-7 


PuH-tifflt (35 or. aaore houri ) 


^03 


12.9 


12.9 


. Average hourly earnings ■ 








il^oO or less 


63 ' 


17.9 : 


22.9 




80" 


8.1 


10.3 


ft, 1*1 or mere ^\-: 


. 105 


■ lf*5 , 


8.5 


Area of residence (0.88). 








m BmAf eentrai city: . ' ■ ^ 


■ ■ 135 


11.8 


11,8 


. In BVBAy net central city 






8a ■ 


: . Ilot in SMHA . ^ 


69 


13.9 


:i5.9 


Bagion of residence (10.36*^) 








v; South 


; - 1^ . 


. 9.5 


7.1 


West V .., f' 


^11*' 




.a 


-Otlir ^> . ' . _ ^ 


75 


12.k ' 1 


.15^8 



s ..Percentages are adjusted for the efrec'ts of anjL the cjcplanatory variahles shown in the tahle. 
t : Universe restricted to women whD =wer,e employed vage and salary workers in the 1971 survey week, - 
. Pespondents"who lack information on any of the variables used in the MCA are axeluded from 
the sample. . / , . , . " ' : 

.c: Percentages not'^^hojni where number of- sMiple .size is imaller than 25, . ^ ^ 

' * Significant at « s .10. 

Significant at ce g .05. ^ 
#»*. SigniJieant at;^ < 




If!'-; 



if 



Table 12 Child Care ArrinieiBtnts j /by ioeloeeonomie and Deopgraphle ChafaaterlstiGS, I97I 
/ (lleek voaen with yimofiast ehild 6 to 3J yeara Df^ 



■ 


Total or 
average 




Fu^tr of , ehlltoeh 
under Xk years 


Relative 18 
years or older 








- ^ or xoore 




ICS 


Tetalmimber In siu^le . 








U9 








!rot al percent 


100 




100 




100 


100 ' 


100 


Family aeurces of eara 


88 




90 


86 


90 






In chili's^ home * * 








72 


72 




78 


Father 






13 


'>9 


If 


13 


10 


Oldei* ii'bUng . 




to 


i? 


eo 


31 




e4 


Other relative ' . 


11* 




13 


16 


3i 




20 


^^^^^ to 


6 ^ 




6 


9 






8 


r Ccsatlnatloa of family a^ioher a 


0. 


to 


0 


0 


a ' 


-~ 0 


1 


V Child; aarai Tf^ self 


V W 


to 


16 




10 


If ^ 


15 


Outside ahild'i Hca^ 


16 


^ to 


15 


It: 


18 




li 


Msmm of relative 


. 9 


to 


Q 


9 


9 




2 


^ : . = ito vork 


. 7 


to 


^ f 


5 


9 




10 


Honfai&ily sQi^cea o^' oar a 


IE 


to 


10 


lit 


10 


lU ' 


10 


In ehild' s howi ' ^ 


3 


to 


2 


% 




it' ^ 


3 


- lioi^elati ' 


2 ■ 


to 


^ 1 


1 




3 


0 


i Relative and nonr^lative 




to 


1 


it 


0 


1 


3 


^ Outside child 'i hoBsa 


6 " 


.to 


3 


■ 7 




9 


3 


Nonrelative ^^.-^ - 


5 


to 


k 


6 




6 


3 


Day care ganter ; r 


■ X 


' to 


1 


2 




a 




Other ■ ' . : * 

~] — — --. — 


3 


to 


3 


3 




2 


k 



(Tatola continued on next pagt* , ) 



Taljlt 12 - Continued 



dhiid oar© arrangeffltnts 


fotal 


Child, 
years 
in houe 


lU^17 
old 
ehold. 


, .Marital 
r atatui 


Highest grade 
ecOTpleted ^ 


llOi 

Vor] 
per . 1 


^ed 
iieek 


or 
average 


Ho 


Yea 

• ^ ■ 


Married 


Other 


0-11 


12 


13-18 


t^e 


Psrlr' 
^ime 


Total nuatoer in patnpla 




97 


151 






lUS 


7^ 


35 


203 ' 


Hp 




100 


100 


100 




100, 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


Family sourcf s of oare 


88 


1 


9h 


9IV 


83' 


.92 


80 




Of 




. In ehll4* i hrane^ 






85 


72 . 




75 


68 




73. 




.Father 


12 


.9 .. 


14 


^19 


2 


lA 




19 




1 


Older si'bllng 


25 


8 


37 


: 20 V 


31 


36 


16 


9 






Other , relative 




17 


12 






XA . 


if 




17 




... Mother after' school 


6 


7 


6 / 


8 




_2 


^7 


18 


7 , 


■ c ■ 


yomoinawion ox lamxiy 


0 = 








b 




' b 








saeBlbera 


0 


0 




6 


0 


0^ 


0 








17 


17 




15 


18 


^8 


12 




' Outside child's home \ 


16 


26 


9 


19 


12 


17- 


12 


21 


15 


21 ■ 


Home, of relative ^ 


9 




2 


Ik 


3 


10 


8 


7 


8 


13 


■ ■ Mother at w-Tk 


7 




7 


5 


9: 


7 


k 


15 


7 


7 


HonfaaiJ^ sourcee of eare . 


12 


21 


€ 


9 


17 


8 


20 


8 


13 


10 


la child *o home 


3 


5 


2 






2 


6 


2 


3 


6 


^ / Nonreiative 


^ : ^ . 


■ 2 


: 1 


2 


1 " 


ri 


i 


2a. 


2 


0 


Relative and nonreiative 


2 


3 


1 


. 1 


'3 
8 


1 




0 


1 


6 


Outside child -a teae 


6 . 


11 


3 


^ ^ ."5 


h 


9 


6 


7 


1 ' 


Nonreiative 


5 


10 


1 


1* 


6 




8 


1+ 


6 




"Day care -eeater 


1 


x 


a . 


1 


2 


1 


1 


^ ^ 2' ^ 


a 


0 


Other 


.3 


p 


1 


2 


5 


2 


■5 


, 0 


3 


2 



(Tahla continUed on ne^rb page.) 



53 



^7 



g — Continutfa 



t 



-., ■ \ 

ear© arrarigemeGts 


^potfiX 

or- 


Average hoi^l^ - 
earningg ' 


Area, of 
residence? 






, or 

le£!S 




or 
more 


In ^@A 
central 
olty 


la SM3A 

not 
qentjral 
city 


Not 


isutb 

<* 




OthexC 








; OQ r 


105 


13!? 


),). ' 

1, "\ ' - ■ ■ 










. To^Al percent 


100 


t 100 


100 


' lOD 


100 


100 










--.■r^rMinJ i,y..- ^i^U-t^ J i_axc ^ 
!■■= . -"^ ^^^i"? Ifl * J? ■ Vir*ti#s .... 


SB • 


De- 


- ^ 




AA 




86 






-ftS^ 




70 


73 




67 

If 


81 ^ 


76 


■ 7k 








IE 




u 


17 


12 


16 


::-y<: 


7 




18 






37' 


i3 ' 




2if 


aa 


26 


28 


tj 


21 


^ - - 0^ " ■ 




lit 




iW 


, H 


EO 


16 


15 




lit 


■ l^ther^ ftfttr^ sebool I 


6 


1 ' 


6 


9 


. 3 


8 


11 


8 




If 


• ^ ediSbiaaWoa of f asl^ / ' 
























0 


0 


1 


0 


- 0 


1 


0 


' 0 


i> 


0 


H vGftil^' cares for. s 


15 


it 


ao. 


1? 


17 


8 


15 


15: 


^) 


15 




16 - 


ia 


19 


15 


21 


8 


16 






17 


^^^^^^^ • . 


- 9 


3 


13 


9 


' 10 




8 


11 




8 


V Mother vork 


7 


9 


,6 


6 


n 




2 




h 


9 


Honfamilir^^ sources of eare 


12 


18^ 


8 


13 ' 


12 




lit 


10 




12 


Is eMM's h^e 


3 


10 


0 


3 


3 




7 


k 




2 


f Nonrelative * 


a 


3 


.0 


2 


2 


0 1 


1 


1 


\> 


. 2 


Relative a^d nonrtlative 




7 


0 


1 


1 


0 ' 


6 


3 


h 


0 


Outside child ' s home . - 


6 


7 


■1 :•■ 


9 


6 


7 


6 


5 




7 


' . Noarelativa ■ 


5 


7 


1 


7 


^ k 


6 


6 


It 




6 


- Day eare center - 




p 


0 


3 


2 


Z 


0 


1 




1 


Other V. 


3/ 


^ ^ 1 ' 


' 7 


1 




. k 


1 


1 


b 


if 



Universe restricted to wcsen vho were employed vaga aM salaiy workers' in thi l97l survey 
week* Hespondeati who lack infomatiof^ on a^ of t3ae variableivuacd la the preceding MGA 
(Tahle 11) are excluded frem the sas^le. ^ 

■ Perqentage distrilmt ion not 'a-hown where si^le sise is leii than 25, ^ 

''Mother works only when ch^M is in^ SGhool, . - 



.'' .• .'-''',"v5i 



1(8 



labia 13 Unadjusted and Adjusted l^^enditures for Child Care, Soeloaeonofflie and 

' DeTOgraphie CharaeteristieSj l^lt 

(White' vomBR i?ith youngest child imder 3 years of age)^ 

MCA resiilts (F-ratlos in parentheses) 



pharacteristie . 


Niaibar of " 
respondents 


Unadjusted^ 
expenditure; 


Ad justed" . 
eaqp end iture ^ 


Total or average (3*25***) 
. ^ m 0.13 ' 




*.38 




^ (3^66*) ; . 




Mo ^ 

M ^ 


.1*1 
.19 


Nu^ar of childreri under Ik year a (4,1*8**) 


128 


.33 


.31 




— , yS— 




■ .jfS^: — - 


Marital status (0.15) v 
' Mai^ied 

Other ' , .. 


. m 
- ^ 30 


Mo 1 
.18 / 


■ .39 ■ 
.31* 


' Highest ^ada eg^leted (0,96) 
O^U yeara ' . 

12 years ' ' 

13 or more years r ^ ■ 


. 50 


.31 

-53 


.37 
■ .35 

M 


Hours worked per week (5,39^) 
Pwtitj^e (1»34 hours) - * 
v^Fuli-tiffle (35 or i^re hours) 


154 


.^3 

■ r36 


i 

.51"., 
.32 ' 


Average hourly earnings (i.6o*) ^ 
- \ $l,bo or less : . I. 
•il.6l«$S.U0 ' ^ ^ ' 
fi^Ml or more 


100 


,ii 
,29 
- .52 


.35 ' 
.hi 


Area of residanee (S.36*) \ ^ 
In SMBA, aentral oity v 
la' S^^, not central city 

. Not in Wm 


60 
76 

, ' 90 ^ 


.29 
■ .39 


- .26 ■ 
.1*7 
• 39 


Region of rasidenee (l.jU) ^ , ^ 
: South * • " 

West; _ ' 

tfthar 


82 

. .39 
105 . ' 


M 
.35' 
-.35 


. .48 

.29,. .. 
- .36: 


^e of child care (S.S^JHf^) . 
- Care "by family fflemher in child *s home 
dare hy. famiiy Eeitfber outplde child's h^e , ^ 
Nonfamlly care outside child ?s home 
HonfaMly care in child's home 


56 
52 
89 
^9 


,07 

.38 ; 

*53 
.^9 


.07 
. .1*0 

' .53 
•55. 



a Bxpenditures are adjusted for the effects of all escplanatory variahles shown in tahle* 

Average expenditure for child care per hour that the woman worked, 
e Unlvarse restricted to wgiaen who w^e ei^loyed wage and salary workers in. the 1971 survey 
week. Respondents w to lack: infonnation on ai^ of the varlames used in the MCA are excluded 
, ftfc© the iaapie* . ' , ^ V / 

; *^ SigniJicant at < plO, . 
*»- Significant at ee< , 05. ^ ' 

Significant at ^ .01. \ ' 



fame.l^ . Unadjusted and Adjusted* Ea^enditures^ fctf. ChlM Care, 'by Soeloieoo^e and 

. ■ DemographieCharaGteristieas* 1971 . 

, (Blaak wcmea wit^ youngest ehild under 3 yeari of age)^. 

= f UQk resulti (f -ratios in pareathesei) 



Chsracttriftie 



Tot a 1 or average 



Age (£.29) 
17-27 



Ijguriber of cMj^ea undir lU yeara (O* 57) 



2, or sora 

Marital- status (3.9^?*) 

Married . ^, . ■ ^ 

Other " ' ^ ;^ 

Highe st grade compla t ed (0.12) 
0-11 yiars , 

12 years 

13 ©r more years 

Hours worked^ per week (1,10) 

Part-tlka (1-3^^. hours) / , 
PuU-time (35 or more hours) 

Average hourly earnings (1.5^) . 
~ Sl*oO or less 

il.6l-$2.i*0 
. $tpUl or sore 

Area of reaidenea (2*35^) 

~ In iM8A/j central city 
In SMSAj not central city 
Not in SMBA ^ ^ ' 

Region of residenoe (O.O6) 
~ South 

West 

Other 

Type of child care (6,9U*»») 

- Care "by family memher ^ in child * s home 
Care by family memher dutoide child *s home 
H^nfamily care outside qhild's home 
Nonfamily care in chlld'a heme 



d 



Itoter of 
raapondenti 



207 

17^ 

33 



-sa- 
ng 



125 
8i 



84 

92 
31 

la 

62 
100 
k3 

1^ 

39 
6k 

1U3 
13 
51 

80 
63 
W 
16 



Unadjusted 
e3£penditure^ 



$.37 
.i3 



■ri6- 
M 



,27 



.31/ 
M 
M 

.28 
.1*0 

M 
M 
M 

.31 
.^9 
.53 

.38 
d 

.39 

.16 
.10 

.36 
d 



' Adjusted^ 
sj^eMitura^ 



I^enditures are adjusted for effects of all eafplanatory varlahles shown in table. 
Average expenditure for child care per hour that the w^an worked, _ _ 

Universe restricted- to wwnen who were en^loyed wage and salary workers in the ; 19^ survey weeH. 
Reipande^ts who lack information on any of the variables used in the UQA are. cxclMded from the 
aample* \ . ' - 

Expenditures are not ihown where eample slie is less than 15. - 
* Significant at s < .10* . 1 , \ 

** iignificant at ee < *05, j ^ 

Significant at < .01, , 156 



TaWe 15 Unadju,itid and Adjuitcd® Expenditures^ for Child Care, by SoGioeaonomlc and 

Demographic Charaoteristics j 1911. 

(Whita vomon vlth youngest chlM 3 to' 5 years of Qga) 

^-^^ MCA results (F-ratioi in parentheses) 



Gharacteristic 



Total or average (8*75*^) 
t - (0.36) 

jftifnher of children under Ih years (O.kk) 
9 oT^moTe ^ ^ ' - - - — 



Marital itatUB (g,86^) 
Married 
Other . 

Highest grade eoc^ieted (0.^9) 
O^l^years * 

12 years ■ ^ 

13 or nore years 

Hours worked per week (0,3B) 
Part=tiJBe~(l=3^* hours) 
Full^tiflie (35 or mora hours) 

Average, hourly earnings (5p60*^) 

$1,60 oF less 
. ^;6l=$2.U0 ' 

$2,1*1 or more 

Area of reaidence (0 p 32 ) - 
Tn 8MSA, central city , "-.^ 

In SMSAj not central city 
Not in SiyiSA ' 

Region of residence (0.9^) 
South " " 

West . ' \^ 

/ Other \ 

Type of child care (35.33^*) , '^^ 

Care tjy family member in child's home 
Care by faniily member outside ehi"ld*a home 

- Norifainily 'cffre outside child *s home 
Nonfamlly care in child's home 



Number of 
reipondents 



210 

106 
IC^ 

79 



171 

39 

60 
116 

66 

22 
88 
100 

kg 

68 
93 

71 

ke 

93 

lU 
31 
78 

. i7 



Unadjusted 
exp end i tu r e^ 



$.26 
.27 



.31 



.2k 
.33 

.22 
*E7 

.30 

,2k 

d 

.22 
.33 

.27 
.28 

.29 
.26 

.07 
.19 
.kQ 
M 



. Adjusted^ 
e^enditure^ 



$.26 

;26 
.27 

.23' 



.25 
.32 

.28 
.26 
.26 

.2? 
d 

.26 
*30 

.27 
.28 
.25 



.29 
.2U 
.26 



,08 
.21- 
.i*0 
M 



^ a Expenditures are adjusted f or effects of ^ all 'eKpIanatbry variables shown in table ; r 
Tj Average expenditure for child care per hour that the wMian worked, 

c Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 survey 
week. Respondents who lack information on any of the variables used in the MCA are excluded 
from the sample. ' . 

d Expendittares are not nhown where sai^le sise is less than S|. 

' Significant at «,< 110. - '\ 

^ ** aignif leant at ,05. . . \ 

Sisnificant at £ ^01. 57 



51 



ERIC 



Ta^le 16 



Unadjuated and Adjusted^ ;^£penditiirts^ for Child Carai "by SocioeeonQialQ aad 
Deriographie Charaateristiae * 1971. 

(BlaQk vomen with youiigeit child 3 to 5 y^^^pa of age)^ , 

MCA reeulti (F-ratioe In parentheseB) 



Characteristic 



Itoiber of 



Unsdjuited 
ea^aMituri^ 



.1 



Adjutted^ _ 
ts^endltura^ 



Total or average (1.03) 

■ 17-57 . 
3^-W 

Itoibtr of cttildraa under lU ytarg^ (1*09) 

S or more 

Marital etatus (fi,9i*) 
Married 
'other 

Highest grade complejfced (0*29) 
~. O^H. years 
IE years 

13 or more yeare 

Ifours worked per weejc (0,0^-) 
Part-tlffie (1^3^ hours) 

Full^tima (35 more houri.) 
' * ." ^ . 

Average hourly earn^ge (2,13) 

£1.60 or Igaa ^ 
il,6l-$2,40 \ 
f2*Ul or EOre 

Area of residence (2,^1*) 

~~%h smk^ central city , 

In SMiAj not central city 

Not in SMEA 

Region of residence (1,U6) 

South " ^ > 

West , - ' ^ 

Other 

Type of ehild_lc_are (1*69) 

Care by family mentoer in child -a home 
Care hy family mamher outside child 'a h^e 
Nonfamily care outside child * a hooa 
Nonfamily care in chlid^s home 



185 
63 



77 



68 
kz 
15 

22 
103 

38 

Si 
36 

■ 6k 
18 
!+3 

31 

^^3 
3h 
35 
13 



$.38 

.38 
,15 



Tie- 

.lU 

,^5 



,31 
,21 
d 



d 

.28 



-13 

.39 
.26 



-39 
d 

^9 

*33 
d 

,21 
,07^ 

.4 



$.28 

^38 

.15 



.13 
M 

*31 
-19 

d . 

d 

-29 

.06 
-50 
.16 

M 
d 

,20 

M 
d 

.04 

.OU 
-19 
-53 
d 



a Es^endi'turei are adjusted for effects of all axplanatoiy '^rlahlei shown in tahle, 
% Average ej^enditure for child, care per , how that the woMn vorkedr 

e Univeree reatrict«l to woman who were en^loyad wage and salary worker a in the 1971 survey ■ 
■week* Heopondenta who lack information on any of the varlmhlea Uied in the MCA are excluded 
frsQ the aample, ^ , 

d Bs^enditures not shown where sample size Is less than 25. < ^ 
* Bigniflcant at g ,10. \ t 

Significant at s < .05. 
Bignificant at ^ < .01, 



fa'ble 17 Unadjusted and Adjusted® E^snditures^ for Child Care, Socieeeofiemle and 
' ' Demographie Cliarseteristlci , 1971 

^. ' (white wofflin With youngest child 6 to 13 ye are of aga)^ 

KCA raaults (F-ratlos in parenthesai) 



1 



Characteristic 


Nu^ar of 
respondents 


Unadjusted^ 
expenditure 


Adjusted^ 
expend itur a 


■Total or average (S5.31**#) 
' t - (0.38) - 


593 


$.06 




Age (0.91) ■ . 
17-27 ' . 


562 . 


*09 

*oS 


^ .03 
,06 


Number of children under ih years f 0.00) 
1 

2 or mora 


313 
280 


sO? 


.(^ 
.06 


Marital statue {2,20) 
Married 

Other ' - 


75 


.05 
*10 


*05 
*08 


Highest grade completed (O.O8) 
0-11 years , . 

12 years 

13 or sore years 


^ 160 
305 
128 


.OU 

.. *10 


.05 
*oB 
,0$ 


Hours worked per week (1*70) 
Part-time (1-3'^ hours) 
Full-time (35 or more hpure) 


203 
390 . 


.03 

*08 


,05 
4O7 


Average hourly earnings (2*21) 

~ $1*60 or less . ^ 
il,6l»$2.U0 _ 
$2.4l Of mora. . / 


8U 
217 
292 


*Di 

*03 
^09 


.Oh \ 
*05 ^ 
*07 


Area of residenQe (1.9^) 
~ In ShiBAj central city 
. In SMiA, not central city 
Not in SMSA 


123 
239 
231 


*Q5 - 
■ .08 . 
.05,, 


.Ok ^ 

*07. 

,05 


■ Region of residence (2.^7) 

ioum ' ■ 
West 
' Other 


177 

109 
307 ^ 


*07 
.10 

. ; *oi* 


.07 

.08 
,05 


Type of Qhild care (113,4?***) 

Care "by family member in child *o h^e 
Care ty family member outside child -s home 
Nonfandly care outiida child *s home 
Honfamlly care in child's home 


^413 

77 ■ 

65 -. 
36 - 


.00 
,06 
.17. 


1 *00 

.07 
a? 



a EJqpanditurea are adjusted for effects of all explanatory varlahlei shown in table* 

Average expenditure for child care per hour that the woman worked; . 
e Universe" restricted to woman who were employed wage and salai^ workers in the- 191^ survey week. 

Respondents who lack UnforiMtion on any of the variables used dn the are axglided frcMa the 

SBJ^le . 

, * Significant at s ^ ,10* ■ 

m. signif ieant at « < .05,' - =. 

*«* Significant at" s < *0l, '\ - 



TaWe 18 ' UnsAJusted and Adjusted® ^endltureS^ for Child Gargj by SoeioeesneaiG and 

' Dittegi'aphie GhareieteriitieSi 1971 

. ' (Black vomtn with yo^eet cMld 6 to 13 years of age)^ . 

' MCyi resulti (P-ratiQi in parenthties)' \ . = 



Charaatarietic 



(0.11*) 



Total or aver ago 

^ 0,09 - . 

17-27 ; , / . 

%k-kB - ' 
Num'ber --Qf ehildren - under lU yearg 

^ ' /r ■ ■ ~ . ■ 

2 or m>r # ^ 
Marltiritaiu^ tQV38) ^ =^=^ ™ - 

Married • , , . 

Other . 

Higheit grade completed (0.75)/ 
/~ 0-11 years 
li years 

13 or raore years, ' ^ 

Hours vor k ed per vaek ; (1 .71 ) - i 

Part-tijne (1-3^ hours) 
FuH-ti^e (35 or mbre hours) 

Average hourly earn_inj|a (^.gO^) - 

Sl*bO or lesi 
, il,6l42.U0 

fS*Ul or more 

Area of residence (0.99) 

In SMSAj central city. ' ■ 

In SMSAi not central city 

Not in SHSA . ; 

^ Regio n of res idenca (0.6U) 
Bouth 
West 

Other ■ / _ 

Type of child care (7.2^^^*) 

Care hy family mem'ber in child 's home 
Care hy faiBily memher outside child's h^e 
Konfimily care outside child's home 
Norifamily care in"child*i home^ : ' 



Ifimber of 
rtipondents 



IS 

^ 236 ^ 

119 

129^, 

Ikk 

ii*a 
?i 

35 

k3 

. 203 

63 
80 
105 

135 
69 

159 
Ik 1 
75 

2k 
- 8 



Unadjusted 
ijqpenditure^ 



.03' 
,03 

,dk 

.03 

,Q& 

,0U" 

,08 



.00 

,dk 

.03 
,01 
.06^ 

.oU 

.COL 
.03 

.03 
d 

,Olf 

,02 
,02 
d 



Adjuittd^ 



$.0^ 



a. 

.03 
.03 



.(A 
.03 



.03 
.03 
.06 



,02 
M 

,o& 

,06 

,01' 
,01* 

.dk 

d' 
.03 

,02 
,0i 
d 

d 



Ixpendi'tures are sdjuited for effects of all explanatory, variahlt^hown In tahle. 



Average esqpenditure for child' care pa 
Universe restrieted to women who were 



ar hour that tha woman vorKed, 
u»^vgr^^ WW a employed wage and salary writers in;^ the. 1971 iurvey_ 

week. .Respondents who lack infomation on any of the variahles uied in the MCA are excluded 
from the sample. ^ . . _ 

d Expenditures not shewn where ^ai^le size is leas tten 2?. . 

K Bignlfioant at .10, ^ ^ . ' 

»* Significant at m < ,05. • 
**» Significant at ee ^ .01, . * ' ^ 

- , ■ . 60. , : 



Table 19 Ppeference for an Alternative Form of Child Care, by Race, and Age 
, ... of voungeit Child * 1971^ 









Alternative means preferred 






With 


.Care by 


Care by 


Konfamily 


Nonfamily 


Age . of youngest ohild 


Number of 
respondents 


prefe re nee 

ifor 
altarnative 


family 
meinber in 
home 


family 
. membe r 
outside 
home 


care 
oTitslde 
home 


OS re 
in 
home 










■ {%) ' 






■ ---^ WHITES ■ / " / 


Lais than' 3 . , 


126 


16 




0 


5 


.8 


^3 to 5 


.210 


- 13 


2 


1 


6 


5 \ 


6 to 13 ' \ 


593 


7 


2 


0 


- 1 


, 3 . 


BLACKS 




Lass than J 


207 


18 


* 2 


2 


11 * - 


3,-. 


3 to 5 


125 


. 16 


k 


^ 0 


. . 9/ 


3 


6 to 13 


^ 248^ ' ^ 


5 


I 


; ^0 


^ 2 





a .■Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers in the 1971 
survey week. Respondents who lack information ton any of the variables used in the 
preceding MGA^s (Tables 13 through 18 j are exeluded from the sample. - 




V 61 



55, 



